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Mr. ALBERTSON said that he had been in- | 


structed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report a bill of the character. 

The bill was then read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BAYLY said it was agreed last night that 
the debate on the Army appropriation bill should 
not be closed until one o’clock to-day, in order to 
give the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, [Mr. Bourrt,] and the gentleman from | 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] an opportunity of being 
heard upon it, both of those gentlemen being de- 
sirous of presenting their views to the House. He 
would therefore move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, inquired what 
was the first business in order? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the regular order | 
of business would be the call of the committees | 
for reports. 

Mr. JOHNSON enquired whether a call for the 
recular order of business woulu not have priority 
over a motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the motion to go 
into committee was in order. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, wished to make | 
another inquiry of the Chair. He wished to know 
ifit was right before going into committee to as- 
sign the floor to two particular gentlemen? 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. ROBINSON called for the yeas and nays | 
on Mr. Bayxy’s motion that the House resolve | 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of || 


the Union. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; and the | 
question being taken, it was decided in the affirm-. 
ative. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Boyp in the Chair,) and resumed the con- | 
sideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOWARD obtained the floor. He said: | 

Mr, Cuatroan: It is the first and highest dut 
of every Government to protect its citizens in their 
lives, and give security to property and person. 
No Administration can long command the respect 
or obedience of the people which is wanting in 
the disposition or power to attain this chief end 
of all human government. If it fail in this great 
object, it becomes a curse instead of a blessing— 
an engine to consume the substance of the peo- 
ple through the means of taxation, instead of an | 


instrument of security-and public protection. |] 


Under our system, it is the imperative duty of | 
the General Government to protect the States from 
every public enemy. The States cannot declare | 
war, make treaties, or maintain an army in the 
ume of peace. In inhibiting these powers to the 
States, the Constitution assumes upon the Gener- | 
al Government the burden, and charges it with | 
the duty of the public defence. It is one of the | 
chief considerations for the taxes which the people 
of the States contribute to the support of the Fed- 
eral Government. It is a heavy burden upon the 
production of the country, and the industry of the 
Peoples for the appropriations for the maintenance | 
of the Army and Navy have already reached the 
enormous amount of $20,000,000 per annum in a 
ume of peace. The Army alone is a charge of 
$10,000,000 upon the Treasury. Yet, notwith- 
standing all this expense, the frontier is not pro- 
tected. Every mail for nearly three years has 
brought us fresh news of the murder of men, wo- 
men made captive after being subjected to cruelties 
which eannot be told in this presence, and then 
with their children carried into captivity; farms 
aid waste, and property destroyed and carried | 
away to the amount of hundreds of thousands of | 
dollars, It is time that some efficient measures 


should be taken to arrest these horrid Indian bar- 
arities upon the frontiers of Texas and New | 
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Mexico. This subject has been constantly pressed 
upon the consideration of Congress by my col- 
league and myself, as well as by the memorials 
of ee and yet nothing has been done, cal- 
culated to give efficient protection to the inhabit- 
ants on the frontiers. They have even sent spe- 
cial agents here to make known their condition; 
but without success. I know that General Brooke 
| and the other officers in command on the frontier, 
| have done all in their power with the force at their 
| disposition. But the Government has required 
| them to defend a vast extent of country without 
| giving them any force with which the service 
could be performed. 

We have acquired from Mexico an extensive 
territory at a large expenditure, both of blood and 
| treasure. ‘This country cannot be settled, nor its 
resources developed unless the emigrants are pro- 
| tected against the hostilities of the Indian tribes. 

If efficient protection were given along the western 
frontiers of Texas and to New Mexico, the coun- 
| try would soon settle by a population which would 
| be able to defend itself with very little aid from the 
General Government. The valley of the Rio 
Grande wiil admit of a line of dense settlements 


culture and Mexican commerce hold out to emi- 
| grants, could not fail to populate the country 
| rapidly, if there were sécurity for lifeand property. 
It is obviously the interest of the Government to 


Grande, and along our whole boundary to the 

junction of the Gila and the Colorado. That 

country is, in my opinion, greatly undervalued. 
} ) 


not equal to other portions ef the United States, 
but it has great resources in grazing as well as in 
minerals. New Mexico abounds in iron, copper, 
silver, and gold. The Gila and Colorado espe- 
cially are rich in the precious metals. The Gov- 
ernment cannot derive any revenue from its public 
lands in New Mexico, until the settlers and emi- 
| grants are protected, and can feel security for 
themselves and their property. Until that object is 
attained, all that public domain must remain not 
| only unproductive, but a positive charge upon the 
| Treasury. 
| The Government of the United States has also 
a deep interest in the growth and prosperity of 
Texas. The settlement of her cotton and sugar 
| lands will increase the export of the country, and 
furnish a market for American manufactures. 
Especially has the Government of the United 


the northern and western frontiers of Texas. 
must for years be a line of military posts, and her 
troops require subsistence, which could easily be 
produced in the neighborhood of the posts, which 
| are now supplied by transportation from a great 
| distance, and at vast expense. < 

The Rio Grande will, when settled, be the seat 
of an extensive trade with Mexico. It is already 
‘so, and if there were security on that frontier, its 
settlement would enable the United States to con- 
trol the commerce of Mexico. If the Indians were 
held in subjection, not only would the Rio Grande 
country within our own territory settle up, but the 
Mexican side of the river would also repopulate, 
and the rich mines in the neighboring Mexican 
States, now broken up by the incursions of the 


would, in a short time, be in the exclusive pos- 
session of all the commerce of that extensive coun- 
try, rich in minerals, and many other sources of 
productive trade and wealth. 


With thecountry acquired by treaty from Mex- | 


ico, we received several Indian tribes, in addition 
to those which, for a portiou of the year, take up 
their abode in Texas. I had occasion, the other 
day, in answer to an inquiry from the gentleman 
from Maryland, {Mr. ree to speak of the na- 
ture of the title of the Texas 

of occupancy within the territory of Texas, and to 
correet him as to a belief which he had formed, 
that the State or people of Texas had taken the 
country belonging to the Indians witlfout compen- 
sating them for it. I now repeat what I then 


| savage tribes. 


upon the river, and the inducements which agri- | 


encourage and protect emigration to the Rio | 


Its agricultural power above the Pecos is, perhaps, | 


| teenth article of the colonization law of 1825 


savages, would be reopened, and the United States | 


ndians to any right || 
| force. 
cers, who are as gallant men as the sun ever shone 


i boast. 


| stated, that the Indians have no right of occupancy 


in Texas, and the same remark applies to New 
Mexico and California. Neither Spain nor Mexico 
ever admitted any right of occupancy in the wild 
Itis well known, that immediately, 
and for some time after the conquest of Mexico, 
Spain claimed, not only the country which she had 


| conquered, and assumed to grant, not only the 


land, but the natives with it as slaves. Subse- 


| quently, through the influence of Las Casas, and 
| other functionaries of the Catholic church, who 
| had undertaken the conversion of the Indians, this 


practice was abrogated by the Crown, and to a 


| great extent given up in practice, although not act- 


ually abandoned for centuries. The Government 
of Spain at length granted land to the Indians who 


| would settle in communities or villages, (pueblos, ) 
| embrace christianity and the arts of civilization. 


To each village was generally given four leagues 
of land in fee. They might even sell it, with the as- 


| sent of the Spanish authorities, and choose another 


tract in the public domain, and become vested with 
the fee in the same manner. No title, however, 
except that of occupation at sufferance was ad- 
mitted in the wild Soman Gentiles, as they were 
termed by the Church. Any title by occupancy, 
in the English sense, was denied, because incon- 
sistent with the right claimed by the Crown over 
the country, and also antagonistic to the policy of 
conversion and civilization of the Indians sought to 
be carried out by the Catholic Church. It is well 


| known thatthesavage tribes, with immense districts 


of country to roam and hunt over, are averse to the 
habits and industry whicl civilization demands. 
This, the Catholic clergy well understood, and 
hence the reason of the Spanish policy on this sub- 
ject. This policy was continued by Mexico, which 


cranted lands to the Indians under her colonization 


laws, provided they settled upon and cultivated 
them, and embraced the Catholic faith. The nine- 
325, of 


Coahuila and Texas declared: 
“The Indians of all nations bordering on the State, as 


| well as the wandering tribes within the same, shall be ad- 
| mitted in market exempt from all duties in their traffie in 


the effects of the country; and should any of the same, 


| being attracted in this manner, and by the mildness and 


confidence with which they shall otherwise be treated, wish 


| to establish themselves in any of the settlements, after de- 


claring themselves in favor of our institutions and religion, 


| they shall be admitted, and share the same quantity of land 
| as the settlers specified in articles fourteen and fifteen, al- 
| Ways preferring native to foreign Indians.”’ 


The result is, that these Indians had no right of 


| occupancy at the time of the Texas revolution, 
States a direct interest in the early settlement of | 


It | 


and Texas has never admitted any since. Neither 
will the United States have any Indian right of 
occupancy to extinguish in California or New 


| Mexico. 


The Indians cannot be said to have any fixed 
homes in Texas. They have no villages, they 
carry on no agriculture; but roam over a vast 
country, from ‘Texas to Mexico, and to the Rocky 
Mountains, in pursuit of game and plunder. A 
portion of the Camanches, and two or three other 
tribes, usually winter in ‘Texas, and in the Spring 
assemble on the Pecos, from which they start on 
their forays into Mexico and the settlements of 
Texas, or north in the pursuit of the buffalo. 

It is the duty of the United States not only to 


| protect her own citizens, but to pursue a liberal 
| and humane policy towards the Indians. 


Their 
character, however, is such that they must be 
taught bath to fear and respect you, before any- 
thing can be done for the amelioration of their 
present condition. The first step to this is an ef- 
ficient organization of the military force. It must 
be evident to Congress and the country that the 
present Army of the United States is totally inad- 
equate tothe public defence. This is not the fault 
of the present Administration, whatever may have 


| been the neglect of the past, for the President has 


in his message recommended that the deficiency 
should be supplied by an increase of the cavalry 
It is not the fault of the Army nor its off- 


on, and have performed as high deeds in the field 
of battle as the annals of modern warfare can 
It results from the fact that the Army 
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was organized long since, for a service totally dif- | 


ferent from the present, and is not, therefore, 
adapted to the wants of the country since our late 
acquisitions of territory, nor to its border de- 
fences. All the officers who have had any expe- 
rience on the frontier, concur in the opinion that 
the Army is deficientin cavalry. By some method 
this branch of the service must be increased. It 
is quite immaterial how numerous the other aa 
may be, they are useless for the defence of the 
frontier from the mouth of the Rio Grande, and 
from Red river to New Mexico ‘and the Pacific, 
except only at the posts. The reason is ob- 
vious—nearly our whole western line is a prairie 
country, with very little timber, and abounding in 
pasturage. The savage tribes have all vast herds 
of horses and males, prosecute their wars on 
horseback, and never make hostile incursions on 
foot. ‘They are all we!l mounted and the most 
expert riders in the world, not excepting even the 
Arabs. You can neither fight nor pursue them 
with infantry or artillery. Out of the reach of the 
guns of the forts, and these corps might as well 
be a thousand miles distant. They never can 
come up with the enemy. 

These tribes seldom stand a charge of anything 
like equal numbers, when they are on horseback, 
and can fly from an enemy into the prairies. So 
true is this, that when overtaken and pressed upon 
a wood or thicket, by even a much inferior force, 
they generally abandon their horses and baggare, 
ond Geta into the woods. Captain McCullough 
lately overtook a band between the Nueces and 
the Rio Grande, who abandoned their horses, and 
all their property, and fled into the chaparral. 

The southwestern Indians for a long period of 
time have been accustomed to live partly by the 
chase, but mainly by the plunder of the Spanish 
and Mexican settlements. To such an extent 
have the savages plundered that unresisting people, 
that the Camanches call Mexico their ** Ranche.”’ 
As soon asa particular district raises a good stock 
of horses, mules, and other stock, these free- 


| 


booters of the prairie sweep down, kill the shep- | 


herds, take the women and children captive, and 
drive away the herds into their own haunts. Of 
late years their operations have been so extensive, 
that the productive industry of the northern States 
of Mexico is in a great measure destroyed. 


Mexico, painfully aware of the difficulties at- | 


tending the defence of her northern frontiers 
against the Indians, inserted in the treaty of Hi- 
dalgo a provision which obliges the United States 
to prevent incursions into Mexico by all tribes of 
cdaies who would thereafter be embraced within 
the limits of our own territory. ‘This stipulation 
was a material inducement to the treaty; and 
every principle of good faith and humanity re- 
quires us to comply with the obligation. 
be difficult of performance, because you must come 
in conflict with the settled habits of plunder in the 
savage; and he has so long been addicted to the 


It will | 


robbery of the Mexican, that he regards it as a | 
right which he ought not to be forced to yield. It | 
was an unwise stipulation, yet you must comply | 


with it, or pay annually millions to Mexico as 
indemnity for Indian spoliations. Its performance 
becomes the more difficult, as the game is nearly 
exhausted; and the Indian must either rob or 
werk, and therefore his habits must be changed, 
or he must be exterminated. I brought the sub- 
ject of this treaty to the notice of the House early 
ast session by a resolution, which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, from which I 
presented a report, asking for another regiment of 
eavalry. It was subsequently urged upon this 
Government by the Mexican minister, and has 
been again by them pressed upon the Administra- 
tion. 
is a treaty obligation of the Government, but for 
the reason that it is connected with this whole 
subject of frontier defence. The line to be de- 


T comment on it now, not only because it | 


fended by the treaty would also protect Texas | 


and New Mexico. It would be just as much your 
duty to protect them, if we had no such treaty; 


but its stipulations are an obligation you cannot | 


escape. If you permit the Indians of the United 
States to plunder Mexico contrary to the guaranty 
of the treaty, and without providing an efficient 
force, the Government will be compelled to pay five 
times as much in the shape of indemnity, as the 
cost of the additional cavalry force. Every prin- 


ciple of economy and sound goliey: as well as | 


humanity, requires that the 


} 





at least during the past Administration. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


tion of our own frontiers, as well as for the exe- 
cution of the treaty with Mexico. 

Nor is it to be supposed that the Government | 
ean neglect the protection of its own citizens with- 
out making them compensation for these Indian 
depredations. A bill for that purpose has already | 
assed the Senate, for the relief of the sufferers in 
Texas, and although the Committee on Indian 
Affairs has refused to report it to this House, it 
must ultimately pass. This Government cannot 
take away from the people the right to make war 
on the Indians, neglect measures of protection it- 
self, and then refuse to make compensation to those 
who have had their prepens destroyed. ‘The In- 
dian intercourse law, which provides compensa- 
tion to all those who have lost property by depre- 
dations of the savages, provided they leave ven- 
veance to the Government, extends in principle to 
‘Texas, and if it is not in force there already, as I 
believe, it ought to be so declared by a legislative 
act. Everywhere within the limits of the Union, 


the Government has assumed the exclusive con- | 


trol of the Indian tribes. There is no reason, 
then, why Texas should be treated as a foreign 
power in this respect. I demand for her the same 
protection and benefits of your Indian policy, 
which the Government extends to other States of 
the Union which have Indians within their limits. 
And it is no answer to this demand that there is no 
Indian country within the limits of ‘Texas. The 
Federal Government, as the guardian of the In- 
dians, is bound to the States for their good conduct. 

We must have, I repeat, an efficient cavalry 
force. It is admitted that the mounting of the in- 
fantry has proved a total failure. General Scott 
and the other officers, have told you in their offi- 
cial reports, that this temporary mounting of the 
infantry, spoils good infantry and makes bad cav- 
alry. When this measure of mounting the infantry 
was proposed, I ventured to assert that it would 
prove a total failure, and moved two regiments of 
rangers as a substitute; but it was impossible to 
carry any measure of this sort against the recom- 
mendation of General Taylor and the influence 
of the War Office. The result has been a large 
expense and a useless force. 

I still believe that the rangers are the cheapest 
and most efficient service. ‘The frontier men are 
excellent riders, almost universally. They can 
follow rapidly in pursuit, with very light baggage, 


and no troops can be found who display greater | 


coolness and bravery in the presence of an enemy. 


They make up in these qualities whatever they | 


lack in camp discipline and cavalry tactics. W hat- 
ever may have been the complaints of a few army 
officers to the contrary, I maintain and stand ready 


to verify the efficiency and gallantry of the ranger | 


service. ‘The allegation that the rangers are not 
industrious in scouting, and are too careful of 
their horses, is contradicted by the published re- 

ports of the officers of the United States Army. 
A statement has been industriously circulated, 
that the people of Texas have exaggerated the 
amount of these Indian depredations, tor the pur- 
pose of getting her own people employed in this 
service -by the Government. Such an imputa- 
tion is as unfounded as it is unjust. Texas has 
not solicited the enlistment of her own citizens. 
All she demands is a sufficient cavalry force, which 
can afford protection to the lives and property of 
her citizens upon the frontier. She never has at- 
tempted to dictate the character of that force; but 
if itis to be by the employment of rangers, the 
subject ought to be regulated by some additional 
legislation. The present law eae their enroll- 
ment for only three months, when it is expensive 
to be mustering men in and out perpetually, and 
the best men are not disposed to quit their ordi- 
nary avocations for less than twelve months’ terms. 
The compensation of so short a service does not 
defray the expense of the outlay necessary to 
The law, therefore, should be amend- 


en 
, ed, so as to extend the period of service to a longer 


term. 

Again: there should be a distinct understand - 
ing, not only as to the authority, but the duty of 
the officers to call for rangers, whenever the pub- 
lic service requires it. General Brooke has been 
constantly embarrassed for want of this authority, 
I have 


| reason to know, that whenever he called for ran- 


gers for the‘public defence, no matter how urgent 


vernment should || the necessity, he has involved himself in a corre- 


I 


take prompt and efficient measures for the protec- || 
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, spondence with the Department, if he has not in. 
| curred a direct censure. This condition of thin 
ought not to continue. Either there should be e 

ample increase of the regular mounted force - 
the officers ought to be given full discretiona ; 

powers to supply its place with volunteers, 'y 

Next to the rangers, no doubt, the best fore 
for the southern frontier is regular cavalry, Th. 

President, and the commander-in-chief of the , 

have called for two additional regiments of cavalry 
_ For one, as the imperative duty of these defence, 

rests upon the Administration, I am prepared to 
| vote for any reasonable increase of the Army 

which the President demands, leaving to him the 

responsibility of the wisdom and economy of th, 

measure. I will not call on him for frontier pyo. 
' tection and then disregard his recommendation 
to the character of the force. 

This recommendation of the President and hig 
Cabinet has been met by a report of the Military 
Committee, recommending, by bill, the creatioy 
of another regiment of mounted men, by a ave. 
| tem of interchanges, by which the best men are 
| to be selected from the whole eight regiments of 
infantry. I do not doubt, that out of these gic}; 
|| regiments a very good regiment of mounted rijle. 
|| men may be made up, as about one fourth of the 
|| army are native Americans, and understand the 
{| use of the horse, and are of course accustomed ty 

arms; but I regret to say, that this bill has beep 

introduced so late in the session as to leave little 
hope of its passage by the present Congress, 
The measure is obnoxious to the further objec- 
tion, that one additional regiment is not sufficient 
| to the frontier defences. General Brooke has de- 
| clared in his official report that at least three thou- 
sand mounted men are necessary for the defence 
| of the frontiers of Texas alone. That accom- 
plished officer, Colonel McCall, in his very able 
and interesting report upon New Mexico, just 
published, confidently asserts, that New Mexico 
cannot be defended with less than two thousand 
| nine hundred men, of whom one thousand four 
hundred must be cavalry. This would give an 
aggregate cavalry force required of four thousand 
four hundred men. We have in the present ser- 
| vice two regiments of dragoons, one thousand 
seven hundred and fifty-six men; one regiment of 
| mounted riflemen, nine hundred; in all, two thou- 
| sand six hundred and fifty-six. And when the 
|| regiment now proposed to be raised is added, the 
whole mounted force will only be three thousand 
|| four hundred and fifty-six. 
| Itis proposed to bring back the mounted regi- 
|| ment from Oregon, and station the whole cavalry 
of the Army upon the frontiers of Texas and 
New Mexico; but still it will not be adequate to 
the public defence. It is necessary to protect the 
i! whole line of the Rio Grande to El Paso and to the 
| junction of the Gila and Colorado, and from Red 
river to El Paso, in order to give security to 
|'Texas, and carry out the treaty with Mexico. 
|| This cannot be done with less than five thousand 
|| cavalry. 
| We have now,as shown by the official rolls of the 
|| Army, more than six thousand infantry in service. 
| Not one fifth of this number are required upon the 
| Atlantic coast. Not more than one fourth can be 
made available for frontier defence. A few of 
_them may be useful in the posts, and a limited 
|| number may operate with advantage against the 
‘| Indians in the mountain districts of New Mexico. 
| It is therefore evident, that the infantry is entirely 
| too large for a peace establishment, and out of 
| proportion for the service required for an army 
/under present circumstances. The true policy 
| undoubtedly is, (if you keep up the Army,) to 
| convert at least three of these regiments into & 
| permanent cavalry force. This may be done by 
ihe system of interchanges proposed by the com- 
| mittee, or by authorizing the officers to disban: 
| the rank and file and recruit dragoons in their 
|| place. Most of the officers have been taught riding, 
and cavalry tactics at the Military Academy, 
and could therefore soon organize a mounted 
| force. Inasmuch as from sickness, death, deser- 
tion, and expiration of term of service, no reg'- 
_ment can ever be kept full, three regiments would 
| be a very moderate force. 
| The Department has estimated that the mount- 
| ing of a regiment will cost yet nee The mount- 
|| ing of three regiments would therefore be only * 
! 


Army, 


as 


single item, which would not be repeated, of 


, $180,000. 
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An able officer in the Army has furnished me 
with an estimate, by which he puts the difference 


between the pay, clothing, &c., of a regiment of 


dragoons and a regiment of infantry, of equal 
strength and like organization, at $18,261 15. 
His estimate is as follows: 


Pay, §c., of a Regiment of Dragoons. 
450 officers and men, One year. ....$106,719 12 
{verage cost of clothing for the en- 
* jisted men, (615 men,) one year.. 16,687 16 





3123,406 28 
Pay, §c., of a Regiment of Infantry. 


558 officers and men, one year.... $80,496 00 
Average cost of clothing for the en- 
listed men, (524,) @ne year....... 11,999 99 


—-——_ 92,495 99 


$30,910 29 
In the above estimate the regiment of dragoons 
has one lieutenant, one principal musician, ten 
farriers, and eighty privates more than a regiment 
of infantry—their pay, &c., and clothing for the 
men amounting to, for one year, $12,649 04— 
leaving the difference between ‘the pay, &c., and 
clothing for the soldiers of a regiment of dragoons 
and one of infantry of equal strength and like or- 
ganization, $18,261 19. 
~ & Pay, &c.,”’ is meant to include the pay and 
subsistence of the ofticers, forage for their horses, 
pay, clothing and subsistence of their servants, 
and pay of the enlisted men. The food of the 
men 1s the same. This estimate is of course ex- 
clusive of forage, which for a series of years need 
not exceed $50,000 per regiment on the frontier, 
according to the best-informed officers. 

Putting the difference in pay, clothing, &c., at 

$20,000 per annum, and the forage at $50,000, 
the annual ircrease of expenses, after converting 
three regiments of foot into permanent cavalry, 
would be only about $200,000 per annum. And, 
let me ask, what consideration is that, compared 
with the lives of your fellow-citizens on the fron- 
tier, and the security and consequent growth of 
country which would follow such an increase of 
your cavalry force? 
' The neglect of Congress to provide this force, 
cannot be regarded by the country in any other 
light tham a shameful dereliction of duty, and a 
wonton disregard of the lives and property of Amer- 
icaa citizens. 

But viewed in the simple light of economy, it 
is the cheapest possible, indeed the only, method of 
complying with our treaty with Mexico, to say 
nothing of indemnity to our own citizens for 
yroperty destroyed by Indian forays, which might 
2 prevented by an meee force. Itis true 
economy to organize immediately an efficient force, 
which can chastise and overawe the Indians at 
once. Make them feel your power, which they 
now despise; subdue and conquer them, and then 
make treaties with them; give them annuities, 
and let them realize the benefits of your bounty. 
This is the only true economy—the only sound 
and humane policy towards the Indian. But if 
you dally and go on in the way you are now pur- 
suing, for three years longer, you will have half 
adozen Florida wars upon your hands, drawing 
millions from the Treasury. These Indians have 
as yet seen nothing of the power of this Govern- 
ment, and regard it with even more contempt than 
Mexico, which they penetrate and plunder at 
pleasure. 

One of two things is inevitable: either the regu- 
lar cavalry must be augmented, or the Government 
will be compelled to call out volunteers. The 
moral atmosphere will be made unhealthy for any 
Administration that withholds from the people ne- 
cessary protection against the public enemy. 

I am not able to perceive the wisdom of cutting 
down the Army estimates as has been done by the 
Committee of Waysand Means. If the Army is 
to be retained in the service, it must be paid, 
clothed, and fed. 

The alarm in relation to the expenses has been 
occasioned by the increase in the expenditures of 
the Quartermaster and Subsistence Departments. 
This will be only temporary. Ina short time, if 
protection be given, subsistence will be raised on 
the frontiers at a very moderate expense. Trans- 
portation has always been high at first on the estab- 
lishment of frontier posts; but competition and 
improved roads and means of carriage will bring 
itdown. Should the river and harbor bill pass 
the Senate with the appropriations for the Colo- 





Difference. ...... 


OOOO Ree eee eee eee 


| miles. 
given to the Colorado will reduce transportation 


the transportation for Texas and New Mexico 
one half. It can easily be shown that the im- 
coevennee of those rivers, and the Guadalupe, 
drazos,and Trinity, as recommended by General 


| Jesup, for army purposes, will reduce the expense 


of transportion annually as much as the cost of 
improvement. Colonel Johnson, of the Topo- 
graphical Engineers, has estimated that $25,700, 
the ameunt in the bill, will reduce land carriage 
on the frontier of Texas four hundred and seventy 
I know that on the other line, the $20,000 


for the Army to twice thatamount annually. It 
will be a great economy in the Government not 
only to improve the navigation of these rivers, but 
to construct a good military road from the centre 


| of the State to El Paso. 


I do not suppose that the Indians are to be con- 
trolled finally by military force. You must show 
them that you can punish bad faith, and are dis- 


posed to reward good conduct. Chastise them 


| soundly once, and then assign them a country, 


confine them within it, and teach them the habits, 
industry, and arts of civilized life. You must 
either do this, or exterminate them: there is no 


| middle course. 


| ture. 


My own opinion is, that the southwestern 


| prairie tribes could be civilized more easily than 


any of our Indians. ‘They have for a long time 
been accustomed to rearing herds of horses and 
mules, and some of them possess cattle and sheep, 


: ; ~ ; atts 
which they have driven out of Mexico. They 


| frequent a country where stock can be reared with 


the simple and easy labors of herding, as they 
keep in good case all Winter on the native grass. 
It is therefore easy for them to take the first step 
in civilization, always the most difficult. But 
they will never make the least progress until their 
predatory excursions into Mexico and elsewhere 
are ‘broken up. ‘They never will work so long as 
they can rob and steal to satisfy the wants of na- 
It is, therefore, necessary to assign them a 


| country as their own, and force them to live within 


it. It will then be much cheaper to feed than to 


| fight them, until you can turn their attention to 


| they are under bonds. 


raising stock and planting corn. Whenever a 
savage people acquire a local habitation and an 
idea of property, they have given security to keep 
the peace with their fellow-men. From that time 
3ut as I have said, you 


| must first give them a permanent home, and break 
| up their roving and predatory habits, before you 
/ can commence the work of Christianity and civil- 


ization among them. 
This Government has a very good country 


| south of the thirty-second degree of north latitude, 
_east of the Rio Grande mountains, which never 


| States or Territories. 


| kept within it at a moderate expense. 


ras within the limits of New Mexico under the 
Mexican organization. We have reserved the 
right of dividing New Mexico into two or more 
There a permanent home 
could be assigned to the Indians, so protected by 
natural boundaries that they could be removed and 
It would 
take time for its consummation, but the work 
should commence. 

This work of removal of the Indians is the most 


_obvious duty of this Government, as to Texas, 


because many of the most troublesome tribes 


| whom we have are renegades frem the United 


States, and mere intruders into the Texan territo- 
ry. It is the duty of this Government to remove 


'them promptly, and furnish them a country in 
which they can reside, and adopt the arts of 


civilized life. The game once so abundant is fast 


| becoming extinct. The buffalo and the antelope 


are rapidly disappearing from the great western 


| prairies; and in a few years absolute famine must 


| overtake all the tribes of the far West. 


Their fate 
is a melancholy contemplation. Already hun- 
dreds of them perish with hunger and starvation 
every Winter. Unless the Government adopts 
some humane and liberal policy towards them, 


| they will all soon disappear by the hand of fam- 


ine and the rifle of the white man. Hunger 
will force them to acts of depredation to procure 
food, and this will bring down upon them the ter- 
rific vengeance of a hardy frontier population. Is 
it not the duty of this great Government to arrest 
such a havoc of human life? Unless it does, pos- 
terity will not hold it the Great Father of the red 
man, but his executioner rather. And who can 


i | doubt the debt of benevolence which the United 
rado and the Rio Grande, this algne will reduce |! States owe to this remnant of humanity, when we 
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consider how like a dream the once mighty tribes 
of this continent have melted away before the foot- 
steps of the white man? Especially how can the 
Government hesitate, when the measures that pre- 
serve the Indmn from certain destruction in the 
end, will also save the blood of our own citizens, 
and their property from destruction? A policy 
which will preserve the Indian will protect the 
frontiers from the horrors and barbarity of savage 
warfare. Let the Government chastise first, that 
it may protect, cherish, and preserve afterwards. 
Mr. TOOMBS next addressed the committee 
in opposition to the policy of a growing increase 
in the expenses of the Army. He was willing to 
maintain an army adequate to all the purposes of 
national defence, both at home and abroad, and 
the amount absolutely required to effect that ob- 
But he considered 
it requisite that no increase in the Army expendi- 
tures ought to take place unless necessity urgently 
required it, and the expense was legitimately in- 
curred by an increase of the Army proper. The 
expenses of the Army had lately been growing 
immensely in amount and were now enormous, 


/and appeared to him (Mr. T.) altogether unwar- 


| gation for the mere saving of money, 


ranted by the necessities of the service. The ex- 
penses had increased to an extraordinary anid 
unnecessary extent, more especially in the Quar- 
termaster General’s Department. The estimates 
for that department in 1840, for each soldier in 
the Army, had been about $404; the estimates for 
the present year in the same department, were 
$900 and upwards for each man in the service. 
He was for reducing the expenditures to the 
lowest rate consistent with the mamtenance of the 
Army in a state of efficiency. He (Mr. T.) 
thought that this could be effected; expense might 
be avoided in various ways. He believed that at 
present the troops were not quartered in the most 
useful and least expensive localities. Troops in 
California were, he considered, almost entirely 
useless. He would have the troops placed in lo- 
calities where they might be useful to the country; 
and if not actually required for the defence of the 
country, they should either be dishanded or quar- 
tered where their maintenance wou'd be cheapest. 
He did not propose to weaken any branch of 
the public service so as to impair any —_ obli- 

sut desired 
to see the money expended according to the wants 
of the public service. ‘Their duty, as American 
Representatives, was to guard the public Treasury, 
and to see that the money was properly expended. 
He believed that the expenditures for the Army 
were too large, and ought to be reduced, and so 
he should vote. It was the desire of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to obtain the coéperation 


| of the proper officers of the Army to enable them 
| to act in this matter intelligently; but in this they 


had wholly failed. It was the unanimous opinion 
of the officers of the Department that none of the 


| $10,000,000 could be spared. They never intended 


to snare any of it, but would ask an increase of it. 


| The House either have to throw the public Treas- 


ury into the hands of those who make the esti- 


| mates for the Army and Navy, or strike at the 


| matter in the gross. 


He believed that the troops 
should be withdrawn from California, Oregon, 


! and New Mexico, and that the people should be 
| allowed to defend themselves. But it had been 
| objected that volunteers were expensive. There 


| they could return to their avocations. 


| to defend them. 


was no foundation for this allegation. Let the 
people of Oregon, California, and New Mexico 
protect themselves, and when they had done it 
Formerly 
men who wanted liberty were able to defend 
themselves. They would not permit mercenaries 
Now three fourths of the Army 


| were foreigners, from which it would seem that 


the freemen of this country were not able to de- 
fend themselves. He believed that such a body 
of men were dangerous to our liberties, and that a 
standing army should not be maintained except at 
the lowest possible standard. 

[Mr. Toomss’ speech will be found in the Ap- 

( oe 

Pe BAYLY said: I shall be entitled to close 
this debate; but as I have nothing whatever to add 
to what my colleague on the Committes of a 
and Means [Mr. Toomss] has said, and as the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Burt,] who 
is at the head of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, wishes to speak on this question, I hope it 
will be the pleasure of the committee to allow him 
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to oceupy as much of my time as he may dexire. | 
I think myself it properly comes within the spirit | 
of the rule, that the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs should have the right to make 
the closing speech, instead of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, upon this bill, 


it refers to matters more directly within his snare. | por 
the || ficiently well to introduce such reforms as the in- 


I hope, therefore, it will be the pleasure of 
committee to give the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina all of my time. 

Mr. BURT. Mr. Chairman, I occupy before 
this House and the country, as far as my public 
position may be known at all—as far as I may be 
Gaon as « citizen of a particular southern State 
of this Confederacy—a position of great deli- 
cacy 

{Here, the Speaker having temporarily resumed 
the chair, a message was received from the Senate 
announcing the return of the naval pension bill; 
which, 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, by unanimous con- 
rent, was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means 

The 

Mr. BURT (in continuation) said: Mr. Chair- 
man, I was proceeding to say, that my position is 
one, | am most sensible, of great deticacy and 
of difficulty. But this committee will bear me 
witness that, if 1 could have any purpose aside 
from a full and faithful discharge of my public 
duty, it would be a motive not to strengthen any 
department of this Government, especially the 
military department, Sir, I have well considered 
my position; I have inquired earnestly with my- 
self, and of friends, whether there be anything in 
that position that renders a discharge of my duties 
as amember of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
impossible or improper. If I had supposed there 





| remained at the 


THE 


stantly increasing and have never been diminished. | 





Now, while I say this, it is but justice to those || 
officers who have administered the War Depart- | 
ment to say, that with very few exceptions—al- |, 
though many men of talent have been at the head | 
of that Department—they have not remained in | 
power long enough to understand the system suf- | 


terests of the country demand should be made. A | 
distinguished citizen of my own State, (Mr. Cal- | 
houn,) at an early period of our national history, | 

head of that Department during | 


eight years. I believe he is the only man who has | 
ever held that office for more than four years. 


|| tary of War has devoted his attention earnestly 
| and diligently to this subject, and that he will do 
| everything in his power to produce a salutary re- | 


u1aiRMAN again resumed his seat, and | 


was anything incompatible in my performing | 


wholly and completely the duties of that position, 
I should have resigned it to the House, by whose 
authority—though without my knowledge, and 
against my wishes—I was placed in it. Amongst 
those duties, the War Department—that Depart- 
ment which has been so effectively ashailo’ by 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,}|—has 
a right to require that I should speak for them— 
to assign to this committee and to the country 
those considerations which not only justify, but 
render absolutely indispensable to the public in- 
terests, those expenses which have been here 
denounced as so enormous—so flagrant. I never 
mean to be placed in a position in which my 
tongue shall be restraine:: from an exposure of 


| He has adopted a policy which is intended to re- 


Now, I say that it is impossible for any man to 
become sufficiently well acquainted with the duties | 
of that Department in four years to be able suc- | 
cessfully to effect such reforms as the interests of | 
the country imperiously demand. I believe that | 


no one who has occupied that place for four years | 
has done it. I believe the present efficient Secre- 


form in the administration of that Department. 


duce, and which if he be permitted to carry it out, | 
must greatly reduce its expenses. It is very evi- | 
dent to my mind, after a thorough investigation 
of the subject, that those abuses of which the gen- 
tleman from Georgia has so earnestly, so effect- 


|ively, and, I think, in some instances so justly | 


| have grown up in that administration and which 


complained, result from the maladministration of | 
the Department; yet that gentleman, so far from | 
being able to point out the particular abuses which | 


need reforming, is himself constrained to acknowl- | 
edge that he ** strikesat them in the dark.”’ This is 
his language. He tells us that we have the con- 


trol of the public purse, and he will not allow the 


public abuses. I have no interest—I have nothing || 


which would induce any man, to influence me to 


cover up or extenuate public abuses. 4 am as || 
sensibleas my friend from Georgia [Mr. Toomns] 


or any other member of this committee or this 
Congress, of the expenses of the War Depart- 
ment—that they have increased to an enormous 
extent, and that they are still increasing. I be- 


lieve they ought to be diminished; and I beg leave | 
here to say, that not only in the War Department, | 


but in every Department of this Government, have 


abuses crept; and Lam as ready as any man in | 


this House or the country to lend my aid in fer- 


reting them out, and in putting a stop to them. || 


But these abuses are not confined to the 
Departments of this country. They have crept 
even amongst us—into this very Hall. 


amount of money which we have expended for | 


purposes not at all connected with carrying on 
the operations of the Government, is enor- 
mous. 
ized this very session, for the benefit of our con- 
stituents in particular localities, called forth the 
denunciations of my friend from Georgia as 
strongly as he has denounced the Army to-day. 
What, then, are we to do? 
abuses to be corrected? My friend from Georgia 
did not say so in express terms, but he did im- 
pliedly say what I now assert, that a thorough in- 
vestigation of the appropriations for, and the ex- 
penditure of, the Army has satisfied me that this 
enormous expenditure, which has so justly been a 
subject of censure on this floor, has resulted from 
the malagministration of that Department. I do 
not mean to implicate the present Administration, 
or the late Administration which remained in power 
for so brief a period, orof that which immediately 
preceded it. But 1 do mean to say, that for a se- 
ries of years, reaching back, as I believe, twenty- 


five or thirty years, these abuses have been con- - 





The expenditure which we have author- , 


xecutive || : 
the consideration of the Committee on Military 
The || 


How are all these | 


| necessary. 


| terms of undeserved commendation—that I should 
' say that I know of no man we have had in that 


tions could be properly cut off. We investigated 


| the result of that investigation. 
the details of these expenditures very minutely. 


/a soldier’s ration for one day in New Mexico? 


| 
public treasure to be expended so wastefully and | 
so prodigally as he supposes it is expended under | 
the present state of things. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, at the very first meeting | 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, during the 
last session of the present Congress, the membeis 
of that committee will bear me witness that I } 
deemed it my duty to call their attention seriously | 


to the condition of the War Department—to the | 


expenses of that Department. proposition was | 
made, and received their unanimous concurrence, 


to go into an investigation of the causes which || 
! 


produced this expenditure. I went, in pursuance | 
to their instructions, directly to the Secretary of 
War, and communicated to him the determination 
of that committee. He agreed with me that in- 
vestigation was necessary, and that reform was 
It is but just to that officer—and I | 
can certainly have no motive to speak of him in 


Department for a long series of years, more capa- | 


ble of aiding wisely and judiciously in that reform || 


than himself. His aid was promised readily and 
liberally, but circumstances soon arose in that 
Department and the country, which prevented me | 
from receiving any aid from him whatever. 

At our first meeting the present session of 
Congress, the subject was again presented for 


Affairs. Well, we set at once earnestly at work. 
We went to work to see by what means this ex- 
penditure became so large, and what appropria- 


the subject thoroughly. I have now before me 
We entered into 
And I aver to this committee—I aver to the coun- 
try—-that no man can put his finger moon a single 
estimate of any one of the Bureaus of the War De- 
partment, which he will say can be consistently and 
safely diminished. I say that my friend from Geor- 
gia seeing this, was driven to strike only in thedark. 
Now, so minute has been the investigation of the 
Committee on Military Affairs into this matter, 
that I can tell you the cost of a soldier’s ration at 
any military station you may choose to designate. 
I can tell you the cost of the transportation on that | 
ration, And what do you suppose is the cost of | 





It is forty-two cents. In Texas, the cost of a ra- 
tion is nineteen cents. We have traced this thing 


from beginning to end, from its purchase in ithe 
Subsistence Department to its transportation to the 
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Quartermaster ’s Department—the most prominent 
point of attack in the expenses of the War Denar. 
ment. Now, I feel it my duty, in justice to the 
Quartermaster, to explain to this committee what 
are his duties, and how it is that the expenditures 
of that bureau lave increased so immensely since 
1845. ‘The Quartermaster is charged by law wit) 
the duty of purchasing the clothing of the soldiers 
He is also charged with the duty of transportine 
the purchases of clothing and the purehases of th. 
Subsistence Department to the post at which the 
“ree are needed. It is his ity, also, to pro- 
vide forage for the horses. Well, in the purchase 
of clothing for soldiers and provender for the 
horses he has no discretion. If the gentleman 
from Oregon, [Mr. Tuurston,] who makes such 
strong statements in relation to things in tha; 
country, can submit any facts to show that grain 
and hay and provender for horses has not cost the 
prices at which they are put down in this estimate 
then let him rise in his place, and produce them to 
this committee. I say, if there is any man here, 
from any quarter, who is prepared to prove q 
single estimate of that Department false, I call upon 
him to produce his evidence. 

Mr. THURSTON, (eee) If the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina will allow me for a 
moment, I wish to state, that if the estimates 
which have just been mentioned here, as to the 
forage of horses, are made from the actual cost in 
Oregon, that there is no necessity of any expend- 
iture whatever for this purpose in that country, 
1 wish to state that I have kept two or three horses 
myself for two or three years. I have rode those 
horses very considerably in that country, and yet 
I have never bought for them one pound of hay, 
one bushel of oats, or one article of forage during 
the whole two or three years. I venture to say 











_ that you may take into that eountry just as many 
horses as you please; they may remain at grass 
the entire year, and yet be as fat as any horses 


you can find in your best livery-stables here. 
Mr. BURT (resuming) said: I should be very 
glad to indulge the gentleman from Oregon, [Mr. 
Tuurston.] Does the gentleman mean to say 
that it is the duty ofa dragoon of the United States 
Army to turn his horse out to grass as he did? 
The committee will remark that the gentleman 
does not controvert the estimates put down by the 
Quartermaster’s Department, for he simply gives 
answer that he did not give his horse anything. | 
say, that when these round assertions are brought 
to the test, as I now bring them to the test, they 


_ will be found as vague and unsatisfactory as the 


| replies of the gentleman from Or 


| no more discretion about it than I have. 


i 


; “a 
Mr. Chairman, the Quartermaster, upon the 


| requisition of the Adjutant General, who has 


charge of the recruiting service—upon the requisi- 
tion of the Chief of the Bureau of Subsistence, 
who buys the rations forthe soldiers from sup- 
plies in New York, Baltimore, Cincinnati, or any- 
where else—is bound to transport those supplies 
to the point indicated in the requisition, and has 
I say, 
sir, thathe has no discretion. It is his duty, and 
he is bound to perform it at whatever cost. Let 
me say to you, that since 1845, and in 1845, when 


| the expenses of the Quartermaster’s Department 


were so much less than they are now, every post 
—every solitary post—I believe, in the United 
States, was supplied by contract. Proposals to 


| furnish such supplies at a given cost were ad- 


| vertised for. 


hen the contract was made, the 
supplies were to be furnished for soldiers and for- 
age for animals at the posts where they were to 


_beused. Now, sir, almost the entire transportation 
| to this new country that we require, is at the cost 
| %, 

_ of the Quartermaster’s Department, whereas you 


will see at once that the most of it should 


be 


_chargeable to the Subsistence Department. I will 


proceed to answer the point upon this subject 


| which was very strongly urged by the gentleman 


from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,]} with very great 
effect before this committee. After giving the 
amount of expenditure for the Army in different 
years, he showed what the amount of expenditure 


| now is, and what each sabre and musket of the 


Army cost the country this day. The contrast!s 
very striking. Itis enough to arrest the attention 
of any gentleman. But the gentleman, in order to 
make the contrast absolutely appalling, alleges that 
the frontier country was then as great as it 1s now. 
Well, if he is within the reach of my voice, | de- 


_ sire to call hig attention to the statement which | 
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1851. 
am aboutto make. Until 1845, until this unfortu- 
nate acquisition which Yous Mr. Chairman, con- 
tributed so effectually to bring about, there was not 
a military post m the United States twenty miles 
from a point of steamboat navigation. Remem- 


ber that. I say, sir, that your frontier then on | 
the Mississippt river, on the lakes, was accessible | 


by steamboats. But 1 am not going to trifle my 


time away so much aste give you the difference in — 


the cost of transportation by water and by wagons. 
Mr. Chairman, you know, and every gentleman 
in this House knows, that that frontier was in the 
vicinity of one of the most fertile countries on the 
face of the earth, about the lake coast frontier and 
the frontier of the Mississippi river. Provisions 
were cheaper in the settlements in the vicinity of 
these posts than elsewhere on this continent. Sir, 
that accounts for the vast difference. 1 beg this 
committee to go with me through a very brief 
statement of facts relating to New Mexico and 
Texas. Supplies to New Mexico are transported 
from Fort Leavenworth on the Mississippi river. 
They are transported a distance of eight aaa 
and twenty miles in wagons, and by teams drawn 
by mules and oxen. The cost of transportation 
from Fort Leavenworth to Santa Fé has been as 
high as $14 per hundred, so that it would cost you 
628 for transportation for one barrel of flour, that 
would cost only $3 or $4 for the flour itself. So 
it is with other military posts in New Mexico. 
Well, now, on the line of the Rio Grande, the dis- 
tance I think my friend from Texas will authorize 
me to say is about the same from steamboat navi- 
gation as E] Paso. It is about the same perhaps, 
but not quite as far. You send your armies into 
Santa Fé and Texas on the frentier, and it is the 
duty of the Quartermaster to supply them. I will 
not insult the intelligence and integrity of any 
member of this House by asking him, if when 
the President of the United States, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of War, sends troops to 
these frontiers which he considers necessary for the 
wrotection of the inhabitants, whether they should 
ve fed, or whether they should be sent there to 
starve. I know that no man, whatever may be 
his love for economy or popularity, would enter- 
tain an idea so monstrous. I say that the Quar- 
termaster in all this matter is as innocent as I am, 
aid has no more discretion, as far as the transport- 
ation is concerned, than you or I have. Having 
shown, sir, that my friend from Georgia is labor- 
ing under a great mistake in supposing that our 
frontiers now are not more inaccessible than they 
were in 1844 and 1845, I beg to say to this House 
and committee, on the authority of an offictal 
statement which I have in my hands, that the 
transportation of subsistence to the military posts 
established in the country acquired by the war of 
Mexico, afl in Texas, is more than $700,000. Am 
1 understood by the committee? 
hear the statement. 

I desire, after this strong statement of my friend 
from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] that this committee 
should know upon official authority that the cost 
of the transportation of the supplies for the soldiers 
and officers to the militar 
countries that we acquired from Mexico and Tex- 
as, was $700,000. Well, sir, | think I have shown 


I desire them to | 


posts established in || 


the facts. ‘The gentleman called upon me for facts. | 
In proposing to reduce the estimates of the officers 
of the War partment, I rather thought the bur- 


den rested upon him, and in proposing to reduce 
them, I thought it was incumbent upon him to 
show the facts that would authorize that reduc- 


tion. I think I have taken up the duty which he | 


sought to devolve upon me, and that I have effect- 
ually shown, that the expenses of the Quarter- 


master’s Department are much greater now than | 


they were then. My honvroble friend from Geor- 
gia did not allude at all to the expenses of the 
military posts in the old States or the expenses 
of the soldiers in the old States, that they had in- 
creased one dollar or one cent. 


I say here, that | 
they have been diminished, and that these in- | 


creased expenditures for your War Department | 
have resulted from the country, which I contend, | 


pe are bound to defend from the attacks of the 
ndians. That is tiie question. 


1 would invoke | 


the attention of my friend from Georgia [Mr. | 


Toomss] to that proposition. Will you acquirea 
country infested ty i 1 

zens to go into it and allow women and children 
to be made eaptives and victims of these inhuman 


creatures, who are so numerous in New Mexico 


ndians, and permit your citi- | 


nobody is prepared for a proposition of that sort. 
The question is, then, how shall the country be 
best defended? and whether we shall cut down 
those estimates that are absolutely necessary to 
feed and clothe your troops in Texas and New 
Mexico? Or shall we make provisions according 


to the estimates which undergo not only the revis- | 
ion of the heads of the bureau, but the Secretary | 


of War and the President of the United States? 


| But if I were disposed to resort to an ad caplandum 


argument, I would ask gentlemen, with the inform- 
ation which they have upon this subject, how 


| they can deny the facts which have been produced, 


and which I challenge any man to rise here and 
deny. 
tion as that, arbitrarily and blindly cut down these 
estimates? That is the question. Shall we by 
deing that, assume the adninistration of the War 
Department—assume the authority of the very gal- 
lant gentleman who is at the head of the War De- 
partment, and every officer of the United States? 
Phat is the question. 

My friend from Georgia very effectively ap- 


| pealed to this committee against foreigners being 


employed in the Army of the United States. I 
have the less interesting, « aptivating duty of per- 


| forming, that of telling you that no native-born 
| citizen of the land enlists in the Army of the 


United States. I tell 


yu, sir, that for twice the 


| pay which is now authorized by law, you cannot 


| Army. 


fill up the ranks with native-born citizens. You 
cannot do it, for it has been tried. It is due to 
say that our citizens are | bis en but you cannot 
get them. The native American will not lounge 
about your posts on the frontier. In a time of 
peace, and in the absence of all excitement, he will 
not hang about the military posts, and you are of 
necessity driven to take the Irishmen and Ger- 
mans: I did not expect my honorable friend from 
Georgia would endeavor to frighten us from 
our propriety, with denunciations of the standing 
If these Dutchmen and Irishmen are half 


| as worthless as my friend from Georgia seems to 


consider them—an army composed of such men 
would not frighten even the old women and chil- 
dren of your country. Sir, it is a melancholy 
truth that they scarcely frighten the Indians on our 
frontiers. But, sir, in that connection I desire to 


| do an act of justice, which seems to be rendered 


necessary by the remarks which have been made. 
It has been said that there is no occasion for gal- 


| lant exploits in fighting these Indians, and that 


there has been great difficulty of bringing them 
into contact with the enemy. If my honorable 
friend from Georgia would do as I have done, in 
getting information upon so delicate a subject as 
this of the Army, read the reports of the officers 
of the Army who have been on your frontiers in 
New Mexico and Texas, he would see that some 
of the most gallant exploits that men have ever 
performed—exploits that equal anything in the 
days of knighthood—have been achieved by our 
Army. There has never been a pursuit, or an at- 
tack of the Indians on that frontier, in which the 
enlightened officer who commanded, whether cap- 
tain, first lieutenant, or second lieutenant, did net 
lead his men always in advance, and was the first 
to meet the foe. 

Well, sir, I tell you another thing, which I am 


| sorry my friend from Georgia [Mr. ‘Toomps] did 


| not understand. 





It is, that in every solitary en- 
counter we have had with the Indians upon our 
frontier, I believe, with the exception of one, the 
officer in command has been wounded. If it be 


1 say again, shall we with such informa-" 


supposed that these Indians are contemptible foes, | 


let me tell you, that from one half to one third of 
them use the very best description of firm-arms, 
and the residue use the bow and arrow, which at 
near distance are as dangerous weapons as the rifle. 
There is not a man upon the frontier, who does 
not know that the arrow ofthe Camanche, at thirty 
or forty yards, penetrates the body ascertainly as 
the ball of the rifle, and that the wound is attended 
with more excruciating pain than that produced by 
other weapons. 

Mr, Chairman, I believe I have said nothing 
upon the mere matters of detail. I come now 
sir, to reply to the opinions asserted by my friend 
from Georgia, that although it is our duty by the 
Lee, Vie Mexico to defend a certain province of 
that Republic against the attacks of indian upon 
its borders, we have established one military post 
for that purpose. Now, my friend is mis 


en. | 


| feeble and weak. 
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the Republic of Mexico, and our posts are estab- 
lished at most convenient and judicious distances 
along that frontier. But one of the most arduous 
duiies of the troops in Texas is to defend the 
line of that frontier. 

I come now, Mr. Chairman, to speak of the 
disposition of our troops in the field, and at dif- 
ferent points in our country. I said the other 
day, that the people of Oregon are better capable 
of defending themselves than any army that we 
can send into that country. Sir, the population 
of Oregon is comprised within a compact, and 
rather dense settlement. Every man who goes 
to that country carries his rifle with him, as do 
some of the women. I think my friend from Or- 
egon would bear me out in saying, that the wo- 
men there understand the use of the rifle as well 
as their husbands and brothers. They are im 
every respect better qualified to defend themselves 
against the Indians, than would be any number of 
United States troops whom you could send into 
that country. And the same remark applies to 
California. They are better capable of defend- 
ing themselves for this reason: Wars by large 
bodies of Indians are never made. They have 
never been attempted west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, except when the settlements in Orezon were 
Depredations are committed 
upon property by small bands of from three to 
four, six, and twelve. Well, sir, nothing but that 
compact front which a well-settled country expo- 
ses to them, can prevent these forays from being 
made, and the United States troops cannot pre- 
vent them, although their gallantry be never 
equalled. It arises from this fact. I beg the 
committee to remember, that when my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] 
defence against the powerful tribes of Indians in 
the southern States, and upen our lakes, the 
population in the vicinity of those Indian tribes 
was of a description similar to that in Oregon and 
California. Every man had his rifle and under- 
stood how to use it. ‘hey did constitute literally 
a wall of defence against them. That is the 
cause and that is the reason. It is not, sir, that 
Georgians, South Carolinians, or the inhabitants 
of any other State or Territory, are more gallant 
than these people in Texas. I think, Mr. Chair- 
man, that in point of personal gallantry, there is 
no such people as these Texans. They are too 
fond of fighting, in my opinion, if my fnend from 
Téxas [Mr. Howarp] will allow me to say it. 
In making this remark, | mean no disparagement 
to the gallant inhabitants of that State. 

Having said thus much, Mr. Chairman, in ref- 


{ erence to California and Oregon, the important 
' question of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 


Toomps} makes it my duty to say, that three 
months ago this mounted regiment was ordered 
home from Oregon, and properly, as I think. I 
think it was properly ordered home, because no 
soldiers ought to be left there. How should we 
control that? How can we contro! it? If it be 
wrong, if it be injudicjous, that any troops should 
be in Oregon and California, and the President 
chooses to send them, against our judgment, shall 


we resort to the very extraordinary means of 


preventing it by withholding supplies ? Who 
among us would sanction such a thing as with- 
holding the supplies by which the soldier is fed 
and clothed? think, Mr. Chairman, that no- 
body would insist upon a vroposition of that 
kind. Although I think the people of Texas, if 
they were sufficiently numerous in their frontier 
settlements, would © as capable of defending 
themselves as any other people; as capable of 
doing so as if they had a stone wall between them 
and the Camanches—I think that the very name 


of a Texas ranger isa terror to the Indians,— 


although that be the case, yet we know that the 
population is expanding towards the Rio Grande, 
and that consequently they are too feeble for 
defence. I say they cannot defend themselves 
against these forays, for the people of Texas have 
not made dense and compact settlements in the 
frontier upon the Rio Grande. It is be duty 
to defend that frontier for them. here are 
in Texas, I suppose, about twent¥® thousand 
Camanches. You all know the character of these 
Camanches. I wish gentlemen to listen to the 
statement which I make, for I desire that no 
man in this committee shall be blind upon this 
subject. I refer gentlemen tothe statement of Gen- 
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eral Brooke, whose efficiency, gallantry, and skill 
are commended in deserving terras by all whoare 
familiar with his valuable services, in which he 
states that less than three thousand men on the 
frontiers of ‘Texas are incapable of defending it, 
and they must be mounted men. Now, sir, if we 
undertake to set up our judgment against that of 
an experienced gallant officer on this frontier—an 


‘officer familiar with frontier life and frontier du- 


ties, and familiar with Indian character, it is of 
course my duty to acquiesce; but as for myself, | 
shall pursue no such course. 

We come now to the condition of things in New 
Mexico. I bear testimony cheerfully and gladly 
to the great gallantry—the superior excellence and 
admirable skill of one of the bravest officers of the 
Army of the United States—Colonel McCullough. 
This officer was sent to this frontier by General 
Taylor, to look into its resources and see what 
materiel existed in that country for its defence. 
But what means exist there for the supply of 
troops? Colonel McCullough states in an official 
report, Which my friend from Texas (Mr. How- 
—) cited this morning, that less than two thou- 
sand two hundred men are incapable of defending 
New Mexico. Sir, I entirely agree with the pro- 
position of my friend from Georgia, |[Mr. Toomss,] 
that whenever it is possible, the hardy population 
of the country should constitute its main military 
defence against the Indians, or anybody else. I 
want to say to the committee, and I hope they will 
be good enough to remember it, that my friend 
from Georgia gave us no information upon the 
subject. I wish to see what are the elements in 
New Mexico—that Siberia of this continent—for 
its defence against the Indians. ‘There are in New 
Mexico, I think, about ninety-one thousand square 
miles of country. ‘There are twenty thousand 
wild Indians in that country, comprising the 
Navahees, Utahs, and Apaches. It is an interest- 
ing fact in the history of the Indians of this coun- 


try, that the Navahoes are the only tribes of | 


Indians that are increasing in numbers. They 
have their herds and they cultivate small farms, 
and are the only tribe who are warriors that pro- 
duce grain or eat bread. 
intelligent and efficient warriors. 

manship has grown into a proverb. 
luke in his feats of horsemanship has been exceeded 
by them. There are the Utahs and Apaches, too, 


Their horse- 


equally formidable in war—equall y expert in horse- | 


manship—making altogether, the three tribes,about 
twenty thousand, from the best information we 
have upon the subject. A singular fact is exhib- 
ited in that country, and it is one full of instruc- 
tion, and sug rests the profoundest reflection, that 
it is the only country in modern times in which 
the savage has penetrated to the heart of civilized 
yeople, and it is the only instance in which the 
fimite of civilization have been actually circum- 
scribed by the savage. It is not for me to say 
here what is the reason of this and how it is. The 
Mexican population in New Mexico, from the 
best sources of information within my power, is 


about forty thousand, Of these, a vast number—it || 


is impossible to tell how many—are those misera- 
ble peons, of whom you have heard. There are 
but few large proprietors in New Mexico. Sir, I 
would have been glad if my friend from Georgia 
had told us how many white people they have in 
New Mexico. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS, (interposing.) They are Ame- 
rican citizens. 

Mr. BURT. A beautiful American citizen a 
peon is—altogether inferior to the wild Indian, as 
everybody knows. 


intendent of the Indian affairs in New Mexico, 


Well, sir, they are most | 


The Mama- | 


The v 
le very Seed super- 
M 


Mr. Calhoun, tells us, in his last report, that there | 


are only about one thousand two hundred white 
people in New Mexico, and that they were leaving 
the country fast. ‘That is the material, the bone 


and sinew, which my friend from Georgia [Mr. | 
Toomss|] would use against these wild Indians. | 


The wil 


vinces in the Republic of Mexico, for the last two 
thousand years, and they will continue to plunder 
them. Sy easier for them to obtain their 
oo ¥y plundering these miserable creatures 
in New Mexico, than by working for it. These 


| 
i 


| 
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trade for two hundred years; and think you 


they will give it up as long as there are in that | 


country such temptations to these forays, and as 


long as there is in that country such an absolute, | 


utter helplessness on the part of the Government 
in resisting their attacks? 

Well, sir, we have bound ourselves by treaty 
to defend these people. I am prep ured to say to 
this House and to the country, that in my opinion, 
you will need two thousand five hundred men, 
mainly cavalry, in New Mexico, in the next 
twenty, thirty, or, as I believe, fifty years. It 
would be cheaper this day to remove every man 


who we are under obligations to protect, from that | 
country by giving him land, and supplying him || 


for twelve months with means to enable him to 
live in any other part of the country where we 
have unappropriated lagds, than to let them re- 
main in New Mexico and protect them by military 
power. Sir, | have looked into the question of 
the defence of New Mexico as the most interesting 
problem of modern times. 
spects. 
country, and you cannot approach by water within 
eight hundred miles of it. \ 

deal about Santa Fé, the capital of New Mexico. 
This very superintendent of Indian affairs says, 
that when he went there, although the city con- 
tains a population of five or seven thousand inhab- 
itants, yet there was not a house in it which had a 
floor. 

A Voice. They had ground floors. 

Mr. BURT. Yes; they had ground floors. A 
more miserable set of creatures than these inhab- 
itants of Santa Fé, are not to be found in any 
part of the Mexican country. 
another thing, which bears upon this subject of 
transportation, that you stand hee this day further 
from points in our own country, than you do from 
any civilized country on the face of the globe. I 
say it will take longer to get from here to Oregon 
than to any other point of the civilized globe. ‘That 


| being the case, | beg my friend from Georgia to 


consider that our armies cannot be supplied as 
cheaply as before, as the transportation is so im- 
portant an item. 

Sir, I desire, in closing my remarks, to say, that 


I think my honorable friend from Georgia has | 


| shown, that although he is a very bold reformer 


| some vital part. 


Indians have been plundering them, as | 


they have been plundering the neighboring pro- |) may have, but in the cireumscribed, judicious man- | 


'| ner in which it is used. He may have never so | 
1} 
| 


and ready to strike in the dark rather than not strike | 
at all, that he would make us a capital Secretary |) 


of War, and I hope that if his party continue in 
power, we may see him filling the duties of that 
important office; but I should entreat him not to 
apply the legislative knife in the dark, lest he strike 


itures, and | shall move, when we consider this 
bill by separate clauses, to strike out very many 
of these items. But I think my friend from Geor- 
gia, as far as [ understand this thing, is striking 
at the wrong point when he proposes to strike at 
| the Quartermaster’s Department, which I consider 


penses without injury to the public service, and I 


| trust that the committee will refuse to strike out 


the appropriation necessary to sustain this De- 
partment. 


Mr. BAYLY said: It will be recollected that at | 


| the last session of Congress, when séme of my 


|| Democratic friends attacked certain appropriation 
bills which came from our committee, and at- | 


| tempted to hold that committee responsible for the 


amount of the appropriations which they had pro- || 


vided, I took the ground that it was impossible 


for Congress, ete and with safety, to un- 
dertake to rec 


tration. The expenses of the public service, and 
| particularly of the Army and Navy, depend in a 
| great degree upon the Administration. In these 


branches of the public service, as in a private gen- || 


tleman’s household, the economy of its adminis- 
tration does not consist in the income which he 


little income, and yet, if there is no economy in 
its administration, the expenditure will still be 
large. 


| 
| 
Now, my experience in this House—and it has 
| 


people—these Indians in New Mexico, instead of || not been brief—has satisfied me beyond a doubt 


cultivating the ground, have no herds, no flocks, 
no game in their country. Plundering the cattle, 
horses, and mules of the Mexicans, has been their 


. 


| that it is the Administration always which is re- 


It is peculiar in all re- 
It is a desolate and almost inaccessible 


You have heard a great | 


I desire here tosay || 


I would join him in cutting off | 
every dollar that can be curtailed of these expend- || 


is the least capable of being reduced in its ex- || 


uce the expenditures without the \ 
|thorough and ready coéperation of the Adminis- | 
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| administration. I have been very much grat- 
ified in seeing a statement made in the Senate by 
the senior Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benroy: 
in which he says, that when he first came to Con. 
ape are years ago—in conversation with Mr 
Macon on this subject, who was one of the most 
celebrated economists of his day, he (Mr. M.) 
stated that no refornr of abuses could ever be made 
—that no reduction of the public expenditure could 
ever be made without a thorough and hearty eo- 
operation between the executive and lezislatiye 
| branches of Government. I amglad to find to-day 
the same sentiments expressed. I am glad to hear 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toons] ox. 
press the same sentiments. I was glad, in readine 
the speech of my friend from Tennessee, (my col- 
| league on the Committee of Ways and Means 
Mr. Jones,) who, at the last session, stated thes 
he should hold me responsible to the country for 
| the amount of appropriation stated in this written 
| speech, that no retrenchment, no reform could 
take place without a thorough and hearty ¢eo- 
| operation between the legislative and executiyo 
| branches of the Government. I desire to submit 
a few remarks in reference to this bill. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, as this committee al- 


|| ready knows, have attempted to make large reduc- 


| tions in the expenses of the Army and Navy. 
Early in this session our committee made a formal 
| official call upon the Secretaries of Warand Navy, 
to furnish us with estimates, based upon a reduc- 
tion of the appropriations. Well, after some time 
the replies we received from both Departments 
| were, that the estimates which were sent in had 
already been reduced to the lowest point to which 
they could be reduced without detriment to the 
| public service. And there we were. We were 
' compelled either to bring in these bills as they 
were, or to strike in the dark, as my friend, [Mr. 
| Burt,] the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, says we have. He is right, toa very 
great extent, in that, as far as the Army bill is 
concerned. As far as the Navy bill is concerned, 
the Secretary of the Navy told us if we were de- 
| termined upon retrenchment, that it could be better 
| done in appropriations for docks and yards. In 
| the Nary bill, the reductions that have been made 
have been made at a point he indicated they might 
| be made with less detriment in his opinion to the 
public service. Iam bound im candor to say to 
this House, that I do not believe that the reduction 
we have attempted in this Army bill is going to 
amount to anything. I expressed that opinion to 
| the Committee of Ways and Means, and I repeat 
it here, in the face of this committee ard the coun- 
try, because I do not believe that this rate of ex- 
penditures will be curtailed by the Administration; 
| and the result will be that we will have a large de- 
fieiency bill at the beginning of the next session of 
| Congress. 

Mr. BURT, (interposing.) If friend from 
| Virginia (Mr. Barty] will allow me I would like 
to say a word. I wish not to say anything fur- 
ther than this: that my friend from Virginia will 
| do the committee the justice to say, that although 
_ they reduced the estimates for appropriations, they 

did not propose a law for reducing the expendi- 
tures of the system. 
| Mr. BAYLY. We could not do that. It was 
/no part of the functions of the Committee of 
|| Ways and Means to introduce a law for the re- 
duction of the Army. That belongs properly to 
the Military Committee. I will say to my friend 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] thata proposi- 
tion to increase the Army was carried over the 
heads of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
| There would have been some A riety in it, if it 
is proper that the Army should be reduced, that 
'he should propose to carry that reduction. _ 
have expressed the opinion frequently in this 
| House, at the last session and in this, that it was 
a most improvident thing to have sent the regi- 
| ment of mounted rifles to Oregon, and that it was 
a most improvident thing to have mounted a res!- 
'ment of infantry in Texas. I think that I have 
said that it was a most improvident thing, in the 
'| state of affairs, to have sent troops to California 
 atall. Inall that,I entirely with my friend 
| from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss.] ey 
|| Sir, I feel it due to the present Administration, 
| and particularly to my personal friend who pre- 
| sides over the Department of War, to say that he 


sponsible for the public expenditure, and not Con- || has already ordered home the regiment of mount«d 
gress, because extravagance always grows out of || riffes from Oregon. He has ordered them home, 
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and I undertake to say, in justice to him, that the 
arrangements he is making to bring that regiment | 
hack, are of the most economical kind. He pro- 
noses to transfer the men, as far as possible, from 
that regiment to other regiments on the Pacific, to 
avoid recruiting for these regiments, and reduce 
the number of men that will be actually brought 
hack. He has ordered that all the horses should 
be sold. In truth, under this arrangement, which 
| consider an extremely judicious one, the regi- 
ment will be brought back very much reduced. 
The horses will be sold, the men transferred to 
other regiments as far as it is necessary to fill 
them up, and the officers will be brought back. 

In reference to the force in California, I am au- 
thorized by the Secretary of War to state, that 
he is making arrangements to reduce the force 
there, which was placed in that country by his 
predecessor. He did not think it judicious to act 
precipitately in this matter, and he has written to 
General Persifer Smith, requesting him to send an 
estimate for the reduction of the force there, to the 
lowest possible point to which itcan be reduced 
without danger to the public service. It is prop- 
er that I should say to this committee, in candor, 
that from facts in my possession, I think that this 
arrangement cannot be made in a way to materi- 
ally decrease the expenditures for the next year. 
A portion of the mounted rifles will have to be 
brought home at large expenditure. 

There are some other topics which I would like 
totouch upon had [ time to go through with them, 
but I think it best not to broachthem. I will vote 
for both of these reductions, and | hope they will 
force the Administration into something more 
economical than has heretofore prevailed in the 
Quartermaster’s Department. I predict, and the 
truth of the prediction will be verified next De- 
cember, that about the long and short of the mat- 
ter will be, we shall have to make up for all the 
reductions in the next deficiency bill. If that shall 
be the result, we will have derived this advantage at 
least by lopping off this large expenditure—we shall 
avoid the necessity of issuing Treasury notes, 
which the Administration has already called upon 
the Committee of Ways and Means to authorize 
during this session of Congress, to meet the ep- 
propriation which it is expected will be made, and 
to meet other demands upon the Treasury, 
arising from the awards of the board for the ad- 
justment of claims against Mexico. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing the passage of the naval pension bill 
with sundry amendments, which, on motion by 
Mr. Barty, by unanimous consent, was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. } 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Gippines,] to strike out the item appropriating 
$56,000 for the expenses of recruiting. 

Mr. BURT wished to say a few words in op- 
position to that amendment. The recruiting ser- 
vice was absolutely necessary to supply the ranks 
ofthe army. Every military man knew that, un- 
der the most favorable circumstances, an army 
could not be kept up at its authorized complement 
nearer than from twelve and a half to twenty-five 

er cent., and on the distant frontier it could not 

e kept up nearer than from thirty to forty per 
cent. The recruiting service for the past year, as 
the report of the Adjutant General showed, would 
not supply one third of the men that were wanted 
for the Army. He trusted, therefore, that this 
part of the bill at least would be spared. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the paragraph proposed to be stricken out, by in- 
ereasing the appropriation $1,000, so as to make 
it **$57, 616.°’ He said that he offered the amend- 
ment merely for the purpose of making a remark 
ortwo. He found on looking to the estimates 
that only $54,048 was asked for by the War Depart- 
ment for the recruiting service. Now, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had given $56,616, 
being upwards of $2,000 more than was asked for 
by the War Department. Yet the Conimittee of 
Ways and Means, in their desire to secure econom 
inthe expenses of the Army, had been cutting 
down—— 

Mr. JONES (interposing) explained that ** $56,- | 
616” in the bill was a mistake, and suggested that | 
the gentleman from Maryland should modify his | 
amendment, so as to make the item ‘* $54,048.” 





only $18,000 had been expended. 


| troops, or will you not? 


more to say on the subject. 
Mr. TOOMBS remarked that estimates fur- 


| nished by the Department on the 4th of December, 
| differed materially from the estimates furnished on 
_ the 7th of December. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Evans’s 


/amendment to the amendment, and it was agreed 


to. 
The question was next taken on Mr. Giwpwwes’s 


/amendment to strike out the whole item, and it 
| was not agreed to. 


Mr. BURT moved to amend the paragraph of 
the bill appropriating $102,871 for the clothing of 


| the Army, camp and garrison equipage, by stri- 


king out that amount, and inserting $242,538 65. 
He (Mr. B.) was sure that the Committee of 
Ways and Means could not have possessed the 
information that he (Mr. B.) did, or they could 
not have reduced this item as they had done. The 


| usual estimate for this item had been $456,000; 
| but, at the close of the Mexican war, so large an 
| amount of clothing remained on hand, that all 
| that the Quartermaster General had asked for this 


item had been $101,000, and of that appropriation 
During the ad- 
ministration of General ‘Taylor, the uniform of 
the Army had been changed, and a great deal of 
this clothing had been rendered useless; and all 
that could be done with it was to sell it the best 
way they could This had rendered it necessary 
that the Secretary of War should ask for the sum 
he had mentioned, or he (Mr. B.) assured the 


| committee that the Army could not be clothed. 


The question, therefore, for the committee to con- | 


| sider was, Will you clothe and support your 


Army, or will you not? will you keep your 
j According to the offi- 
cial statement he held in his hand, the sum he had 
moved to insert was absolutely requisite to pro- 
vide the clothing of the Army. The cause that 
operated to render a large a is hem for the 
last year unnecessary was removed, and he there- 
fore hoped that the committee would not consent 


| so far to reduce the appropriation for this item. 


Indeed, he believed that if the Commigee of 
Ways and Means had been put in possession of 


| these facts, they would not have reduced the esti- 


mates on this item as they had done. 

Mr. BAYLY was desirous of explaining to the 
committee upon what basis the Committee of 
Ways and Means had proceeded in making this 
and various other reductions. The Army of the 


| United States was now precisely the same as it 
| was at the last session of Congress. The expenses 
| for clothing, &c., for the Army in California and 


Oregon had been decreased; in New Mexico and 


Texas they had not been increased, and the com- | 
mittee had therefore determined that they would 
| recommend an appropriation for the coming year, 
| similar in amount to that appropriated last year. 
| The committee did not see any reason why they 
| should require more for the coming year, than 
| was required for the past. They did not under- 
| stand why an increase was demanded. 
| formation had been furnished the committee, such 
| as that which the honorable chairman of the Com- 


No in- 


mittee on Military Affairs had produced. He 


| (Mr. Barty) freely confessed that, judging from 


the facts that the honorable gentleman [Mr. Burt] 
had submitted, the reduction that the committee 


| had proposed was probably too large. 


Mr. BURT demanded tellers on his amendment. 


|| the item in the bill was a mistake, he had nothing | 
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Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Jounson of || 


| Tennessee, ond Morton appointed. 


The question being taken, it was decided in the | 


| affirmative—ayes 63, noes 58. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SAVAGE moved to insert between lines 


| twenty-five and twenty-six, ‘* $60,000 for distribu- 


tion among the commissioned officers of the militia 
of the United States, for a suitable and concise 
system of military tactics.’ 

Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, I do not expect, in 
the short time allotted me, to be able to present 
but few of the many reasons that might be urged 
in favor of my amendment. I can only hope to 
bring the important subject of organizing, arming, 
and disciplining the militia, as provided for in the 
sixteenth section of the first article of the Consti- 
tution, before the House for its consideration, 
without in any degree being responsible for its 


Mr. EVANS so modified his amendment. As | action. 


the gentleman from Tennessee had explained that || 


Nor am I at all ignorant of the doubtful, and 


| ecutive 
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verhaps dangerous ground upon which I tread. 
No one can forget the scenes of 1840, when politi- 
cal excitement, like a cloud, darkened the face of 
the nation; and perhaps on no other subject was 
misrepresentation greater, or delusion less. 

The friends of the system were beaten, and 
seem to have abandoned the eontestin despair. [ 
have not alluded to this subject for the purpose of 
defending the recommendations of the Administra- 
tion then in power,—they seem to have been given 
up by their own friends,—my object being merely 
to show why it is, that politicians have been slow 
to stir this subject again. Nor do I wish to be un- 
derstood as lecturing members upon their duties. 
They understand them, and will perform them. 
Nor is it my intention to assume that I am more 
anxious to assume responsibility than others. 
What I wish to do is simply to declare my con- 
viction that it is within the line of our duty, and 
expedient, that we should make other regulations 
than those now existing. Nor have I time to show 
the inadequacy of the present system, or the wis- 
dom of that policy which gives to the people at 
large the greatest share of military knowledge. 

The people of the United States consider them- 
selves a favored and distinguished nation, enjoy- 
ing advantages not possessed by others. 

In wealth, the arts and sciences, their claim te 
superiority may not as yet be clearly established. 
It is the liberty and happiness of the masses 
which distinguish our institutions. To transmit 
to posterity those liberties, is the only ambition 
worthy of an American, and who can do most to 
this end ought to be the only strife permitted to 
frow up among us. 

Not to expect wars and the necessity for collect- 
ing tovether, as soldiers, large bodies of our people, 
isa wild and fatal delusion. Those who believe or 
act otherwise are contradicted by the whole his- 
tory of mankind. Wars have existed alike in all 
aves. The war vod was enthroned in the temples 
of the polished Greeks and Romans, and secured 
his terrible sacrifices among the Indian tribes of 
America. The God of the Jews was a God of 
hosts and of battles, who rolled back an ocean 
for his people’s safety, and overwhelmed their 
enemies by the returning wave—who often brought 
conquering armies and pestilence to punish the 
wicked. 

To be ready to meet these unavoidable misfor- 
tunes is the part of wisdom; to provide for the 
common defence is the imperative duty of Con- 
gress. This House, by a vote heretofore given, 
has abandoned the system of fortifications. The 
proper instruction of the militia should follow asa 
necessary consequence. Our Military Academy 
will receive but a small number of young men 
whotdesire military instructions. A proper distri- 
bution of the books proposed in my amendment, 
may prepare for your armies many gallant sol- 
diers. It would be a document more sought 
by the people than most of those now distribute 
by Congress at a far greater expense. 

" [A message was received from the Senate by the 


‘hands of Mr. Dicks, their Secretary, announ- 


cing the fact that that body had concurred in the 
report of the Committee of Conference on the 
disacreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill of 
the House (No. 434) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending June 30, 1852, and recede from their 
amendment to said bill disagreed to by the House 
proposing to appropriate $12,000 for a riding 
school. 

Mr. SWEETSER was opposed to this amend- 
ment, and to all amendments that might be offered 
to the bill, and he desired to state his reasons. It 
was in the recollection of every member ‘of the 
House that they had passed the civil and diplo- 


_ matic bill, appropriating in the neighborhoo¢ of 
| twenty millions of dollars, through the Committee 
| of the Whole, and reported it back to the House in 


about six hours and a half. That bill was passed 
almost entirely without discussion and under the 
gag. In the first place, after the bill had been de- 
bated an hour and a half, the general debate was 


| cut off, and the House was brought to act under 
| the five minutes rule, and in the evening, after it 


had been discussed a short time undes that rule, 
the five minutes rule was suspended, and if he was 
not mistaken, no amendments were made to the 
bill in Committee of the Whole. This bill was 
based upon the estimates furnished by the ex- 
ranch of the Government, and therefore 
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all the responsibility attaching to these large ap- 
sropriations should be confined to the executive 
tedneh of the Government and the committee that 
reported them. He doubted not that the gentle- 
men composing that committee had labored to re- 
duce the appropriations asked for by the Depart- 
ments, but it was strange that they should be 
willing to take the responsibility of so doing, and 
of forcing these bills through the House of Repre- 
‘yentatives, without allowing time for their discus- 
sion, inthe manner that they had been heretofore 
considered. He believed that there was no in- 
stance in the history of this Government where 
the civil and diplomatic bill had passed the 
House of Representatives in less than ten or eleven 
days. The gentlemen who composed the com- 
mittee must, therefore, be prepared to take the 
responsibility of surrendering their discretion into 
the hands of the Executive. The House was 
nowerless in the matter. There was not a mem- | 
ver who must not feel that he was recreant to 
the duty which he owed to his constituents and to | 
the country, in permitting, these bills to be thus | 
summarily disposed of. The bill now under con- | 
sideration was a most important one; but let 
it go, and let the responsibility be upon the Ad- 
ministration, aided by the Committee of Ways 
and Means. He would throw no obstacles in the 
way of these gentlemen, but they must take the | 
responsibility of these bills. 
this and every other amendment to the bill. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 





The question was then taken on Mr. Savace’s 


amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. EWING moved to amend the above by 
striking out $630,000 and inserting $1,260,000, in 
lieu thereof, 


The following paragraph in the bill was then 
read, viz: 


“ For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, consisting of fuel, forage in kind for the authorized 
number of officers’ horses, and for the horses, mules, and 
oxen of the Quartermaster’s Department at the several mil- 
itary posts and stations, and the armies in the field, and for 
the horses of the first and second regiments of dragoons, the 
eight companies of light artillery, the regiment of mounted 
riflemen, and the mounted infantry, of straw for soldiers’ 
bedding, and of stationery, including company and other | 
blank books for the Army, certificates for discharged sol- 
diers, blank forms for the Pay and Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ments, and tor the printing of division and department 
orders and army regulations, $630,000. ”’ 


He should oppose | 


| fitto the country. 
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| No large institution, of any character, can be car- 
ried on in any country, free or despotic, where 
these appropriations will not be subject to frauds 
and abuses. It follows as a natural consequence 
of man’s character. 
acter and human nature before it can be otherwise. 
I wish, sir, to enter my protest against one of 

| the doctrines laid down here this morning by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr.'Toomss.} Sir, I 
do not believe that the Government of the United 
States can properly devolve upon California or 
Oregon, or upon Texas or New Mexico, the de- 
fence of the country. It is not a part of the con- 
stitutional duty of this House or of Congress to 


devolve upon States over whom we have no con- | 


*trol, and whose citizens are not subject to our 
orders, the defence of the country. How can ygu, 
in the name of humanity towards the Indians lo- 
cated in those States and Territories, devolve 
upon the citizens of those States the right to make 
war upon the Indians? 

{Here the Chairman’s hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOOMBS was 
ment. The question was, Would Congress spend 
money in supporting an Army in the most extrav- 
agant, or in the most economical manner? The 
estimates, according to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, of the Quartermaster General, were 
$1,260,000 for this particular item; but it had ap- 
peared to the committee, that such an expenditure 
was much larger than need take place ifthe Army 
were properly located, and economically sup- 
yorted, Lend of being quartered in expensive 
ecaititie. where their services were either not 
requisite, or wholly inadequate, let them be gar- 
| risoned in the least expensive places, and at such 
spots as that their services may be of some bene- 
Troops were now quartered 
n California, Oregon, and other localities where 
they were wholly useless for the purpose of de- 
fending those regions, and where provisions were 
high, forage high, everything necessary for the 
soldier’s support and equipment was high; and 
| where the cost of transportation thither was an- 
other and serious item of expense. Possibly, if 
the saqkdiers were still to be located where they 
were at present stationed, the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral’s estimates would far exceed the actual ex- 
vense that would be incurred 
But there was no necessity for this particular dis- 





Mr. E. addressed the committee as follows: 


This amendment will test the question between | 
the estimates of the War Department and the esti- | 
mates of the Committee of Ways and Means. | 
$1,260,000 is the estimate of the W ar Department; | 
$630,000 is the estimate of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means. ‘The committee will perceive that this | 
item is for the regular supplies of the Quarter- | 
master’s Department, consisting of fuel, forage, | 
horses, mules, and oxen, at the several military 
posts and stations, and the armies in the field, and | 
so forth. At the last session of Congress the ap- 
orepriation for this item was $850,000. Now we 
have added the mounted infantry in this sec- 
tion, which makes the expenditure mount up to 
$1,260,000, according to the estimates of the De. 
partment. Now I would suggest, that unless that | 
amount is voted, that you diminish the regular 
supplies one half. You are taking the horses 
wanted by the Government. You are actually dis- 
mounting the artillery, for their horses will have 
to be sold, and they cannot be used for the service 
ofthe country. It is, in fact, a disorganization of 
the Army. The question involved in this item is, 
whether you will dismount the artillery and stop 
the supp ies which furnish bedding and horses to 


the soldiers, and stationery for the use of the troops, || 


and for the publication of the Army regulations? | 
‘The whole existence of the Army depends upon 
thisappropriation. If you knock off this $630,000, 
a large portion of the troops must be dismounted, 
and many of the necessaries of life now furnished 
them, must be refused to them during the ensuing 
year. The great probability is, however, that you 
will find from the next report from the Secretary 
of War, that this appropriation is absolutely neces- 
sary, and that it will be made in the deficiencies 
bill of nexwsession. I admit that the expenses for 
the sag of the Army have grown immensely 
high, LT admit that there may be abuses. There 
never were large contracts for the provisions of 
any army since the world began, where the abuses 
were not very great. They always must be so. 





position of the troops. ‘They would be of more 
service to the country if located at different points, 
and the matter of economy would at the same 
time be accomplished. As he had said, the 
mounted men in New Mexico, and Texas, and in 


California, were almost entirely useless, and were | 


The 


/a source of great expense to the country. 
| gress for such means of defence; they were able- 
bodied and strong men, and would defend them- 
selves. They were desirous of doing so. They 
did not require Government protection in this way, 
but only required that Government should give 
them the right to defend themselves. Let Gov- 
ernment give them that right, and California, and 
Texas, and New Mexico would not want money 
or men. They would defend themselves better 
against the Indians, and at less expense. 
had no right to defend themselves now: give them 
_ that right, and they will be satisfied. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend Mr. Ew1ne’s 


amendment, by striking out $1,260,000 and insert- | 


ing $700,000. 


Mr. B. said: I am opposed to the amendment | 


of the gentleman from Tennessee; for as I under- 
stand it, it is a proposition based upon the esti- 


the public service The amount proposed to be 
appropriated in the bill is the amount estimated 
by the committee that has reported it. That 
amount I think, in all conscience, to be enough. 
| And here I beg to call attention to some of the 
_ items of this appropriation, to show that the com- 
mittee have, in all human probability, gone abun- 
dantly far, in fixing these amounts. It must be 


recollected that the item more especially under con- | 
sideration, covers an item to keep horses in New | 
Mexico, to which I beg to call the attention of the | 


committee. It appears to me that the appropria- 
| tion proposed for this item is much too large. And 

if I undertake to show, and succeed in proving 
| that one of the principal items in this appropria- 
| tion is exaggerated in point of fact, then I conclude 


| that the committee will agree with me that the 


You must alter human char- | 


= to the amend- | 


under this item. | 


people of Texas and California did not ask Con- | 


They || 


mates of the Department for the mounted force in | 
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| balance of the items in this branch of the appro- 
|| priation ought to, must be distrusted. 
| Now, sir, what is the item for keeping horses 
on the grass plots and meadows of New Mexigo > 
Let gentlemen inquire what is -the item of appro- 
priation for this branch of the public service i—fy, 
the support of the horses of the Army in Noy 
Mexico, acountry of eternal and continued mead. 
ow, where it costs literally nothing to keep horses 
In this country, where it costs at the most but 
three dollars per month, the estimate made by the 
Department is twenty dollars per month. I haye 
a constituent here who has served in Mexico, who 
gives me the information on which I base my as. 
sertions; and I have had intercourse with officers 
who have served there also. The cost of keepins 
| horses in New Mexico is notoriously little, as also 
|in Texas and in California—all kinds of horse 
| provender being abundantly to be had; and ye; 
| the estimates had been formed as if the cost would 
|| be greater there than in any other part of the Upi- 
| ted States. If this item be any eriterion by which 
to judge of the correctness of the estimates of the 
Department in relation to the cost of maintaininy 
the Army, then I think that the Committee of 
Waysand Means have not reduced those estimates 
too much. I think that the estinraies furnished yy 
the committee are abundantly high, and ought no: 
to be increased. 

Sir, it would seem as if we were extremely iv- 
norant of our newly-conquered territories. Why, 
_ even in California, where almost everything is hig), 
the cheapest thing you can buy is grass—the fond 
| of horses is not dear; and it therefore appears 
to me that we should not in any way increase the 
appropriation proposed by the Committee of Ways 
/and Means. : 
Mr. BURT. Iam very greatly surprised, as | 
/am sure many other gentlemen here must have 
been, at the remarks of the gentleman from Mis- 
| souri, [Mr. Bow tn.] 
| Mr CARTTER. I wish to inquire if 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not in order. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a question of order, 
Is not the question before the committee on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{[Mr. Ewine,] in opposition to which one speech 
hasalready been made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
| committee is on the amendment proposed by the 

gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. ectemee to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BURT. I hope that my friend from Ohio, 
before he makes another interruption, will take 
the trouble to understand what he rises for. | 
was just saying that | am surprised at the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri about the 
| grass plains in New Mexico. Where are they? | say 
| that every gentleman who knows anything of the 
| geography of New Mexico—and there are many 
| gentlemen in this city who are perfectly familiar 
| with it—knows it to be one elevated plain inter- 
sected by a few streams, with deep ravines. Well, 
now, as to these grass plains, such a thing is 
wholly unheard-of there. There is some grass on 
the mountain tops thirty or forty miles from Santa 
Fé, where the hoe of New Mexico are raised; 
but in the residue of the country, as we learn from 
official reports, nothing will grow except by irri- 
gation. As faras I know, itisone of the most 
sterile countries on this continent, and in my 
opinion one of the most unfortunate and desolate 
on the face of God’s earth. There is a valley in 
New Mexico occupied by the Pueblo Indians, 
where they produce their wheat and corn, but it Is 
produced by means of irrigation. And with great 
respect for the gentleman from Missouri, know- 
| ing these facts, 1 cannot withhold my surprise at 

the statement which he has made with regard to 
the geography and productions of that country. 
This estimate for forage in New Mexico is based 
upon the prices which are given in a paper which 
a hold in my hand. Corn costs one, two, and 
three dollars per bushel. I assure the committee 
that I firmly believe this to be a true statement. 
Mr. TOOMBS here interposed, and made a sug- 
gestion which was very indistinctly heard. The 











| Reporter understood him to say that it was stated 
'| in an official report that corn could be got in New 
|| Mexico for seventy-five cents or one dollar per 
bushel. 
Mr. BURT. The price may be different at dif- 
ferent points. 


I can say, however, that these 
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estimates are founded upon the best information 
‘, the Quartermaster’s Department. I trust, sir, 
that the committee will make this item a test ques- 
on in referenee to this bill. I do not wish to be 


u 


these estimates are to be cut down in the dark, as 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] said, 
why, let them go. I have nota relative or friend 
in the Army. Iam, perhaps, as disinterested in 


relation to the Army as perhaps any gentleman | 


here. 1 have no motive except the public interest; 
none whatever. I anne therefore, that we shall 
have a test vote upon this item; and if the vote is 
against me, as it 1s the duty of a military man to 
eurrender when he is beaten, I assure the commit- 
tee that I shall do it, and let the consequences de- 
yolve upon those who are responsible for it. 

Mr. BOWLIN, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew bis amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to amend Mr. Ewrne’s 
amendment by striking out $1,260,000 and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the sum of $800,000. Mr. B. 
said: I have made considerable inquiries into the 


management of the Quartermaster’s Department, | 


and perhaps know as much about it as most gen- 
tlemen on this committee. I can tell the com- 
mittee, and through it the country, how it is that 
these enormous prices are sometimes given for 
supplies—prices entirely above the market price, 
Wheneveran ass:3tant quartermaster is called upon 
to furnish supplies for the Army, at any given 
point, he is always advised a week at least pre- 
viously that sucha requisition will be made. Well, 
sir, it has otcurred—it might have occurred in the 


city of New Orleans—that an assistant quarter- | 


master received a notice about a week previously to 
the time the supplies were required, that he would 
be required to furnish one thousand barrels of pork. 
At the time that he received this letter of advice 
pork was $10 per barrel, and he went and made 
private arrangements with persons having supplies 
of that sort, to be supplied with pork at that price. 
Itis made know@#that in a short time there will 
bea call upon that market for the Quartermaster’s 
Department. 
arrangement with the assistant 


vexing this committee or worrying myself. If | 


Those who have made this private | 
quartermaster, || 
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buy up all the pork they can find in the market, || 


and the consequence is, that by the time the day 


arrives at which the purchase is to be made, the | 


price of pork is raised to $13, or perhaps to $15 
per barrel. 


day, and to verify the charge of $15, that is made, 
the prices in the market, thus artificially produced, 
were quoted in the return sent to the Quarter- 


master’s Department; and thus the assistant quar- | 


termaster acounted for pork at $15 that a few days 


before was brought by him in the market at $10. | 
So the assistant quartermaster, of course, pock- | 


eted the balance. Such things have occurred. 
Again, in the Mexican war, an order has been 
known to be given to an assistant quartermaster 
for the purchase of one thousand horses. He goes 
among the drovers who may have a large number 
of horses for sale, some at $200 each, others at $40 
or $50 each. Well, he says to them, I cannot go 
into an estimate of the value of your horses; I will 
take the whole lot at $75 each. He will then sell 
on his own account all the best horses worth more 
than the average, and buy another lot in the same 


manner as the former, selling the best horses again, | 


and repeating the operation again and again, until 
he has obtained the required number, not one of 
which by this species of bartering has really cost 


him the sum of $75, the sum he charges to and | 


gets from the Department. I say such cases as 


The purchase of the pork is made, | 
in pursuanceyof the arrangement made on the | 





these have occurred, to say nothing of tie enor- | 
mous profit he has made in selling those above the | 


average; and they serve to show the manner in 
which the extravagant expenditures that are com- 
plained of, more especially in the Quartermaster’s 
Denartment, have been occasioned. 


Mr. HOWARD said: It is quite easy to make | 


statements upon mere rumor, but it seems to me 
that the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when he comes forward and proposes to 
reduce the Army estimates, ought to have some 
detailed information of an authoritative character, 


and that he ought not to be striking at these esti- | 


mates altogether in the dark. 

Mr. BAYLY. I will inform the gentleman 
from Texas that for months we called upon the 
Department for a statement, and the reply was, 
that there was none to be made. 


| 
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miles per day? When do you suppose they would 
catch them? Why, the honorable gentleman must 
know little or nothing of the service upon the 
frontier. If he does he must know, that to be of 
service the troops must be unencumbered with 
baggage of any kind, must camp out in the woods, 
and must travel at their greatest speed until the In- 
dians are caught. 

The gentleman has said a good deal about the 
fear that he entertains that the horses could not 
be, supported, if the appropriation for forage were 

| not made as asked for. What does the gentleman 


| Suppose the horses of the Camanches feed on? 
there were many enormous abuses in the contract || What do they get but grass? And yet I have to 


department ofthe Army of the United States. But || learn that the horses of the Camanche Indians are 
I know, also, that one of my own constituents broke |} not as good and as enduring as our own. I tell 
hinggelt by undertaking a contract for less than the || the gentleman, that the greater part of New Mex- 
market price. And it is frequently the case, that | ico, west of the Rio del Norte, is the best grazing 
persons who are anxious to get these contracts | country in the world. No doubt in parts of New 
because they are large transactions, in conse- | Mexico, where the troops have no business to be, 
quence of the competition take them at the mar- || the grazing may be indifferent; but in the plains, 
ket price, and lose money by them. There may | down among the Indians, where the Indians live 
be abuses. There may sometimes be collusion | and hunt, there is abundance of grass; and if the 
between the officers and contractors, but I think | Indian horses can live upon grass, so can the 
that such cases are rare. It is nota general thing. || American horses. : 
On the contrary, I believe that so far as these con- Now, sir, I say that so far as the estimates of 
tracts have come under my notice since the Army || the Department for the supply of forage to the 
has been in ‘Texas, they have been average con- || troops in New Mexico are concerned, they are 
tracts. wrong. I do not know how many troops it may 
Mr. BAYLY then, by unanimous consent, || thus be intended to supply with forage in New 
withdrew his amendment. Mexico, but whatever the number, this estimate 
Mr. JOHN A. KING moved a pro forma | is enormously large, aud I think unwarrantable. 
amendment, and addressed the committee as fol- || There is no country in the world so well supplied 
lows: I desire to say a few words in reply to | with grazing pastures as New Mexico, and why 
what has fallen from the chairman of the Com- | the troops of this Government should not feed 
mittee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Bay y,] and | their horses on the same commodity as the Indians 
also from the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. |, do theirs, | cannot conceive. 
Bow.u1n.}] Ido not mean to stand here as the de- Mr. JOHN A. KING, by general consent, 
fender of any abuse, or to repel any particular || withdrew his amendment. 
charge against any particular branch of the Army. Mr. SACKETT moved a pro forma amendment, 
Iam here to-day to stand by the report of the || which he afterwards withdrew. 
Committee on Military Affairs and the estimates Mr. S. said he was not about to enter into any 
of the Secretary of War, and to oppose the re- || elaborate remarks upon the bill in particular, but 
duction which is proposed by the chairman of the | he was desirous of making a few remarks in rela- 
Committee of Ways and Means. I agree with | tion to the statements the gentleman from Georgia 
the chairman of the Military Committee, [Mr. | [Mr. Toomss] had made in reference to the Quar- 
Burr,] that the vote upon this question is a test | termaster’s Department. That gentleman had 
vote, whether you will maintain your Army in its | shown that at a certain period, not very remote, 
efficiency, or whether you will to-day strike down || the expenses in that Department for each soldier 
that efficiency, and say that it shall in future be | in the Army had not exceeded $404; whilst the 
an ill-digested, ill-fed, ill-clothed body, incapable || estimate made under the same head by the De- 
for the protection of your frontier and for the | partment, was at the rate of §900 and upwards 
roper fulfillment of your treaty obligations. And || per man. Since that period, the Army had not 
would as soon as that the question should be || been materially increased; and the only expense 
taken now, as at any other time. that appears to have been augmented is that in- 
I want now to ask my friend from Missouri, | curred by the transportation of troops. There 
[Mr. Bow.tn,] who talks about feeding the horses | were about ten thousand men in the Army, about 
of the Army upon grass, what sart of power would || three thousand nine hundred of whom were en- 
there be in a cavalry horse fed upon grass? Why, || gaged in service on the borders. It was a well- 
sir, a cavalry horse must be like his master, when | known fact that every soldier consumed about 
in the Indian country, ready for the foray at a |) seven hundred pounds of food per year, and the 
moment’s notice. He cannot be turned out to || cost of transportation, at the rate that had been 
grass. He must be fed upon corn and oats, and | mentioned by- the chairman of the committee, 
be kept ready for service at a moment’s notice. || would make the expenses of the Army, at the 
It is a false estimate to suppose that your cavalry | present time, somewhere about $292,500 for this 
horses can be fed upon grass. Last year the ap- particular item of appropriation. 
propriation for this item was upwards of $800,000,' Mr. BURT said that he desired to reply to the 
and since then the number of mounted troops in || gentleman from New York, who had justaddressed 
the Army has been increased, which is a sufficient | the committee. It appeared to him that that gen- 
reason why this appropriation should not be cur- || tleman had not touched the issue between them at 
tailed. all. With entire respect, he said that it appeared 
There is another point in this matter which I || to him that the gentleman had endeavored to show 
wish to bring to the attention of the committee. | that the estimates that he (Mr. B.) had submitted 
It is this: the moment you decide that your Army | were false by a circuitous course of reasoning. 
shall not be efficient, the moment you refuse to The cost of transportation of soldiers was much 
keep up an efficient force upon your frontier, that | larger than the gentleman from New York had 
moment the question of indemnity arises for the | allowed for. The transportation of a soldier to Ore- 
non-fulfillment of your treaty obligations. You | gon costs $120; to California $120; to New Mex- 
have to decide between protecting your frontier and | ico $90; and to some parts of Texas $80. Again 
paying indemnity for the nonfulfillment of your | he appeared entirely to have omitted the price of 
treaty with Mexico. forage for horses. At some posts the soldier had 
ere the hammer fell.} aid to him $2 per month, for the forage of his 
r. HALL said: | should like the gentleman oe a statement which he (Mr. B.) made on 
from New York (Mr. J. A. Kine] to inform the | the authority of the official reports, beyond which 
committee how troops in actual service could | neither he nor the gentleman from New York had 
transport with them forage for their horses? Will || any means of judging. He thought that in making 
he also inform the committe what the horses of | estimates, we should avoid carefully taking too 
the troops in service usually do eat?—whether || partial views of the subject. 
they ever get much, when on the march, besides Mr. SACKETT. The cost of forage per month 
grass? ould it not be a beautiful spectacle for | is to be calculated for threethousand nine hundred 
a com of d ons, in full pursuit of the | men. 
Casmanalean, (ohe iin known road fifty or sixty | Mr. BURT assured the gentleman from New 
miles per day,) encumbered with wagons con- , York that he had made no discovery. All these 
taining forage for their horses, traveling about ten | things were as well understood at the Department 


Mr. HOWARD. Well, sir, is that a sufficient 
argument against the amendment of my friend 
from Tennessee? Do one thing or the other. 
Either pay and feed your forces or disband them 
altogether. But do not keep them in your service 
and starve them. 

Mr. BAYLY. No one knows better than my | 
friend from Texas that I did not offer this aa 
ment with a view that it should be carried, but 
simply for the purpose of making a few remarks. 

Mr. HOWARD. I am not speaking of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 
Now, sir, I know that during the Mexican war 
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as that two andtwo made four. He could furnish || words in rep! 


the gentleman, if he desired, with an accurate | 
statement of the nature of the soldier’s rations; the 


per day; the cost of the maintenance of the soldier 
every day. The effect of the honorable gentleman’s 
(Mr. Sacwerr] argument was that the estimates 
were not to be trusted, and that the War Depart- 
ment was infested with men who gave false esti- 
mates. The gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomns,| in arguing this point, had taken higher 
ground; not that the estimates were false and arti- 
ficial, but that the expenditures they were intended 
to meet might be reduced; not that the calculations 
of expenses ineurred were inaccurate, but that | 





| 
forage of the horses; the quantity allowed to each 
| 
| 


the expenses themselves were larger than he |! 


thought that the necessities of thecountry required | 
they should be. With respect to the matter of | 
forage, he might say that no part of the last war | 


was in the prairie country, and that wood was, || 


and is now, where the troopsare required to serve, | 
exceedingly high. 
matter at all, but he wished the really necessary | 
expenses of the Department to be provided for. 
This was a really necessary item, and if it were | 
reduced, then he thought that the War Depart- | 
ment ought to resign, and the Committee on Mil- | 
itary Affairs also. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out * $1,260,000,’’ and inserting 
‘© 4600,000" instead thereof. 

Mr. J. said, the gentleman from Texas said, if 
he understood him rightly, that the Committee of 
Ways and Means were groping their way in the 
dark, in reducing the estimates to one half of what 
the Quartermaster General made them. 

Mr. HOWARD. _I did say so in reference to 
the amendment of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means; and if the gentleman has any facts, any 
estimates, any details, showing how he can save 
the amount proposed to be saved, and still keep 
up the service at its present point, | should like 
him to produce them. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, the Quarter- 
master General of the United States has been cer- 
tainly avery gallant officer, and has done the 
State some service; but it does seem to me that 
his theatre is in the field, and not as a financier. | 
Now, I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Texas, and of the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to the statement of the Quarter- 
master General, and see if he does not grope his | 
way inthe dark. [hold in my hand the esti- 
mates of the War Department at the commence- 
ment of this session, and amongst those estimates 
is the estimate of the Quartermaster General for 
the vear ending the 30th June, 1852. He gives 
us in round numbers, for the transportation of 
troops and supplies, $2,000,000. He gives us, 
for stores, horses, and so forth, $800,000; for the 
mileage of officers of the Army, $120,000; and he 
adds up all these round numbered estimates, and 
says: ** Total estimates of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, $4,750,000.’’ That is the estimate | 
submitted on the 4th of November, 1850. On the 
Lith day of November, 1850, just seven days af- 
ter he had made the round numbered estimate, he 
sends to the Secretary of the Treasury a report, 
in tables, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury 
to show what is the cost of the war establishment 
of the country, and what the amount of increase 
in the Quartermaster’s Department; and upon that 
report, he tells us that the estimated expenditure 
for the Quartermaster’s Department for the year 
ending the 30th June, 1852, 1s $4,992,538 65. In 
this statement he is very particular in going into 





fractions of a dollar, and making this estimate for 
the year 1852 $242,538 65 more than he made it 
upon the 4th day of the same month, just seven 
days before. Now, he must have got a different 
set of officers to make this estimate, or he must 
have made it from a different set of books, or upon 
a different basis of the expenses of the Quarter- 


in two estimates by the Quartermaster General, 
only seven days apart, is sufficient to throw dis- 
trust upon his estimates; and if he will not fur- 
nish—as the Committee of Ways and Means 
called upon him to do—more correct estimates, 
we are justifiable, and this House will be justifi- 
able, in reducing them. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 


He had no interest in the || 


not only fractions of hiindreds of dollars, but into 


| the affairs of the Army. 
_ of the forces is determined upon by the Command- | 
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to the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee, who supposes that because the Quar- 


termaster General furnished estimates in round || next post is at Davis’s Rancho, more t 
numbers, he has no detailed statement on which || hundred and fifty miles from Matamoros, th 


those estimates are founded. Now, I can assure 
him, that he not only does the Quartermaster great 
injustice, but I think that he must see himself that 


the statement which he makes is unjust to that of- || Texas, from the Rio Grande to the for 
ficer. How could he say that so much would be | 


necessary unless he had estimates? He has esti- 
mates for each particular post, for each horse, for 
every soldier, and for everything. a of them 
I have here, and I am only sorry that th 

man from Tennessee did not turn his attention to 
the subject, and investigate it, for if he had, he 
would not have felt called upon to make the re- 
marks which he has done. ‘The gentleman segns 
to suppose that the Quartermaster General is . 


credited, because he sends in an estimate on one | 


day, and seven days afterwards sends in another 
esumate, some $200,000 larger. Why, sir, was it 
not unkind, to say the least of it, to make such a 
remark as that, in reference to a respectable offi- 
cer of this Government? Does not the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee know—who is there here who 
does not know—that the accounts of officers at dis- 
tant stations are continually coming in, and that 
the estimate would thus beincreased? ‘That is the 
whole matter. 
men are becoming almost insane, in relation to this 
matter of Army estimates. 

Mr. JONES here, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved (pro forma) to strike 
out $1,260,000, and insert $631,000. 1 desire to 


|, submit a few remarks as indicative of the views I 
| entertain on this subject. 1 regard the estimates 
from the Quartermaster General’s office as enor- | 
, mous and inadmissible, yet | donot impeach their | fitted for the defence of the frontier. 
|| accuracy. ‘The manner in which the wants of the || ments of light infantry, he thought, would be a 
| far more efficient defence. Cavalry, on an average, 
|| could not travel above twent thirty miles per 
\} day, whereas light infantry a 
iper || forty and fifty milesin aday. The expense of 
When the distribution || maintaining such a force would not exceed one 


| Army are supplied must be duly considered. 


The Commanding General has the Adjutant 
General, the Quartermaster General, and the Com- 
missary General as heads of a staff to superintend 








e gentle- | 


Why, I declare, sir, that gentle- | 
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| enough to defend that town, or to punish any 


| marauding force that may infest the vicinity. The 
an one 


x . e coun- 
uy between them being entirely open to inroads 


of an enemy. So it is, we have posts at Laredo 
’ 


Presidio, &c., up to El Paso, and a line across 


a : : . ks of the 
lrinity. If any one is curious to ascertain the 


distances to be traveled in order to supply all thig 
line of posts, he may satisfy himself by an exam. 
ination of the reconnoisances already made by our 
officers, and reported to Congress. 1 have only 
to remark, that the effect of keeping up such lings 
is to exhibit ourselves as unequal to the task of com. 

| plying with our treaties, because the most ignorant 
Mexican will see that we do not present at any 
point a sufficient guard, and it is Latdithoms to 
the Treasury, because the line is so extended as to 

_ require these immense expenditures. 

Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said that he was 
opposed to the amendment offered by the centleman 
from Kentucky, who had just resumed his seat, He 
was in favor of the estimates as reported by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means jy, 


| the bill itself. So far asthe expenditureincurred was 


really demanded by the necessities of Government 
he was quite willing to make all needful appropri. 
tions; but it did not appear that there was any 
just cause for the increased estimates, nor that the 
Army, as established by law, required this increase 
of appropriation to.support it. 

With respect to what had been said in reference 
to the defence of the frontiers, and the necessity 


|| that existed for the raising of two additional regi- 


ments of cavalry, he would remark, that it ap- 
peared to him that a cavalry force was not the best 
Two regi- 


requently gone 


half that of maintaining the two regiments of cay- 


ing General, there remains no power to the staff || alry asked for. This was a plan which, in his 


officers, but to make the estimates accordingly. | judgment, was much preferable to any other that 
Now, the strength of the Army being known, the 


| Commissary General has a very simple duty to 
perform. The law of the land establishes the ra- 
uon, and dictates the component parts thereof, to | 


wit: so much beef, or so much pork, &c., so much 


bread or flour, including soap, candles, vinegar, || 
. ry . : . 
sugar,and coffee. ‘These areallowed in stipulated 


quantities to officers and men, the quantities being 
detuned by law. ‘The Commissary General must 
render his estimates for so much of these rations 
as will supply the number of men in service, and 


| his calculation is a simple sum of multiplication, 


| 
| 
j 


master’s Department. I say, that this difference 


Mr. BURT. I feel it my duty to say a few 


the only changeable —_—— in the matter being | 
t 


the market price of 


the Adjutant General the number of men, and 


points at which they are to be posted, his duty is to | 
provide the means of supplying them at those || 
| points with the rations, clothing, and forage to |! 


which they are by law entitled. He estimates ac- 


cordingly. If the sum demanded for transportation || 


is excessive, the corrective is in the hands of this 


House; but the point tewhich we must direct our | 


attention is the distribution of the forces. 


ve articles to be purchased. | 
W hen the Quartermaster General obtains from 


I am not || 
prepared to say that the estimates for forage are 
too high, or the calculation for transportation ex- 
cessive, provided the demand is to continue for ten | 
thousand animals to draw supplies to all the points at 
which the forces are placed; but I am prepared to 
vote against the allowance, because I consider the 
distribution of the forces inadequate to the defence 


| had been presented. 


The hour of half past three o’clock having ar- 


|, rived, the committee took a recess until six o’clock. 





|| PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to appropriate comunittees: 
By Mr. MATTESON: The petition of John S. Peck- 
|, ham, Richard Lee, John Lennebacker, George Curtiss, 
Ward Hunt, Lewis Lawrence, C. H. Doolittle, John BE. 
Hinman, Charles A. Mann, Jesse Thornton, Wesley Bai- 
ley, Alexander Rae, George Tracy, James Sayre, William 
| C. Wileex, Harry Bushnell, J. C. Shippey, and 60 others, 
citizens of Attica, Oneida county, New York, in favor of 
| essential modifications or repeal of the fugitive slave bill. 
Also, the petition of Thomas P. Bishop, and 343 citizens 
| of Cazenovia, Madison county, New York, for the repeal 
|| of the fugitive slave bill. 
|| By Mr. CABELL, of Florida: The petition of Jno. But- 
|| lerand others, citizens of Florida, residing near the Pensa- 
cola navy-yard, praying thatcertain lots of the public lands 
in the vicinity of said navy-yard may be sold to actual occu 
|| pants. 
|| By Mr. ANDREWS: The petition of the ‘deputy mar- 
shal of Essex county, New York, and one of the deputy 
| marshals of Washington county, and divers others citizens 
|| of both counties, asking for extra compensation to deputy 
|| marshals. 
By Mr. HENRY: Resolutions of the Legislature of the 
|, State of Vermont in favor of the tariff. 
Also, resolutions of the same, recommending a Peace 
|| Congress. 
__ Also, resolutions of the same, on the subject of slavery. 
|| By Mr. DURKEE: The petition of A. E. Elmore and 
| 129 others, of the town of Mukwonego, Wisconsin, pray- 
| ing for the immediate abolition of the fugitive slave law, 
| passed the last session of Congress, for the reason that it 
|| 18 unjust, pernicious, and contrary to the spirit of the Con- 


| 


of the frontiers, and most unnecessarily onerous | stitution. 


upon the Treasury. 


By Mr. BENNETT : The petition of 47 electors of Pool- 


I porenive from the reports that eight companies || ‘ill; Madison county, New York, for the repeal of the 
of 


ragoons are distributed over about as much 


fugitive slave law. 
Also, four petitions of 104 citizens of said county, for the 


territory as would be comprised by the area of || same. 


Kentucky, Tennessee, and Mississippi; that this | 
force is in detachments, at stations more than a 
hundred and fifty miles from each other, and there- 
fore utterly useless to the people whom they are | 


sent to defend. 


We have a company at Corpus Christi, another || 
at San Patricio—twenty-five miles apart, according || 


By Mr. WALDEN: The petition of D. M. Webster, as- 
|| sistant marshal, and other citizens of Sehoharie county, 
| New York, praying that the compensation allowed to assist- 


|| ant marshals by the act of May 23, 1850, for taking the 
seventh census, may be increased. 





} EVENING SESSION. 


_ ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


to my recollection; we have a force at Point Isa- || At six o’clock the Committee of the Whole on 


bel, another opposite Matamoros, seventeen miles 
apart. The population of Brownsville is strong 





Boyp in the chair.) 


| the state of the Union resumed its session, (Mr. 
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1851. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the question 
vending was on the amendment of Mr. Marsuatt, 





T 
t . 


io strike out $1,260,000, and insert $631,000, for 
supplies for the Quartermaster’s Department. 

On a division, It was ascertained that there was 
quorum present; and, 


no 


On motion by Mr. CLEVELAND, the com- | 


mittee then rose, and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, its chairman ee the fact that the 
-ommittee had found itself without a quorum. 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 





| of taking up a Senate bill appropriating land for 


the relief of the indigent insane. 


On motion by Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous | 


consent, 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files ot the House of the petition and papers of Samuel 
need, for the purpose of reference to one of the Depart- 
ments. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, by unani- 


mous consent, from the committee of conference 
on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes: 


of the two Houses on the amendment of the Sen- | 


ate to the bill of the House, 434, making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the year ending June 30, 1852, reported that 


the committee had agreed to recommend that the 


Senate recede from their said amendment. 


Ordered, Thag the said report be concurred in, and that 
the Clerk inform the Senate thereof. 


On motion by Mr. BRIGGS, a call of the House | 


was ordered, and had been partially executed, 
when, a quorum appearing, 

On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Missis- 
sippi, all further proceedings on the call were dis- 
pensed with. 


LOUIS KOSSUTH AND ASSOCIATES. 


Mr. McCLERNAND asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to move to take up from the 
Speaker’s table, for the purpose of putting it on its 
passage, the resolution of the Senate for the relief 
of Louis Kossuth and his associates, exiles from 
Hungary, which authorizes the President of the 
United States to @mploy some one of the public 
vessels in the Mediterranean to receive and convey 
to this country Louis Kossuth and his associates 
In captivity. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, objected. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to suspend the 
rules in order that the resolution might be taken 
uy and disposed of. 

‘Mr. HALL inquired if it would be in order to 
move an amendmentto the resolution? There were 
some of our own people in California, who would 
like to come home. 

The SPEAKER said, the resolution was not yet 
before the House, and no amendment could be in 
order unless the rules were suspended to bring it 
before the House. 


Mr. TOOMBS hoped the House would attend | 


to their own country first. 

Mr. BURT demanded the yeas and nays, on 
the motion to suspend; they were ordered, and 
being taken, were—yeas 91, nays 50—as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Andrews, 
Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Briggs, Brisbin, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Bul- 
lard, Burrows, Butler, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 
Cleveland, Clingman, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Danner, De- 
berry, Dickey, Dimmick, Doty. Duncan, Durkee, Alexander 
Evans, Nathan Evans, Freedley, Giddings, Gorman, Gott, 


Halloway, Hay, Hebard, Hibbard, Howe, Julian, James G. | 


King, John A. King, La Sere, Levin, Horace Mann, Job 


Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McClernand, MecKissock, R. | 


M. McLane, Meade, John K. Miller, Moore, Morris, Mor- 
rison, Morton, Nelson, Phenix, Putnam, Reed, Richardson, 
Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Sackett, Sawtelle, 
Schenek, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Waldo, 
Watkins, White, and Whittlesey—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashmun, Averett, Bingham, 
Boyd, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Dixon, Eliot, Ewing, 
Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, 
Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, 
Holladay, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Littlefield, Mc- 


Lanahan, McQueen, Me Villie, Millson, Morehead, Otis, | 


Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Powell, Savage, ane Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Stetson, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Toombs, Vinton, Wallace, Williams, and Woodward—50. 


So (twa thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed, and the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


INDIGENT INSANE. 


Mr. BISSELL gave notice that he shouffl to- | 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| ‘The motion of Mr. Barty then prevailed, and 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp in 
| the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
| bill making appropriation for the support of the 
Army for the year ending 30th June, 1852; the 
vending questions being on the amendment of Mr. 
UWING to increase the sum of $630,000 appropri- 


ated for the regular supplies of the Quartermas- | 


| ter’s Department, consisting of fuel, forage, &c., | 


to $1,260,000; and Mr. Marswacy’s amendment: 
| to reduce that sum to $631,000. 


My. CARTTER asked if it would be in order | 


yposition to the amendment? 


to speak in of 
RMAN replied in the negative. 


The CHA 


The question was then taken, and the amend- 


ment to the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CARTTER then moved an amendment 
| pro forma. 
Mr. C. 


said: The honorable chairman of the 


Committee on Military Affairs, and three of my | 


colleagues on that committee, have presented to the 


| Committee of the Whole their views as to the ne- | 


cessity of making military appropriations corre- 
sponding with the demands of that Department. 
| Instead of taking the recommendations of the 


Committee of Ways and Means, the gentleman 


from New York, [Mr. Jouw A. Kine,] probably | 


| by mistake, in the course of his remarks said he 
should sustain the report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs and vote for that amendment. 

| Mr. JOHN A. KING. I wish to say, that as 
a member of the Military Committee I go for the 
estimates of the War Department and against the 
appropriations of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. That is the ground which I proposed to 


| take, and this is all 1 have to say. 


Mr. CARTTER. Then I am im an error. 


suppose the gentleman in the hurry of debate 
made the mistake. 


1| 


The subject has never been broached in the | 
Committee on Military Affairs, and that commit- 


tee have never authorized any report to be made, 
to my knowledge. 


Mr. EWING. The Committee on Military 


Affairs have certainly never voted upon the sub- | 


ject, nor did they feel that it properly came within | 


the range of their duty to do so, although I will say, 
that it was fully discussed in our committee. 


Mr. CARTTER. The only expression of sen- 


| timent in our committee touching the subject was, | 


that the appropriation was enormous—that the 


appropriation was an outrage. This was the only | 
sentiment that | ever heard expressed in any discus- | 


sion in the Military Committee in reference to it. 


I recollect very well that the chairman of that com- | 
| mittee [Mr. Burt] expressed his hepe and his faith | 


that the estimates might be reduced without in- 
justice to the Army. I never was more surprised 
in my life than to find the members of that com- 
mittee coming in here, and demanding to override 
the report of the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Since the adjournment of that committee I have | 


taken a little pains to inquire into the resources of 
New Mexico for sustaining a cavalry force. I 
have inquired of the head of that bureau, and 


I find they know little more about it than if they | 


| were not connected with it. But I have learned 
from a military gentleman who has just come from 
the field, and who has been in command of a cav- 
alry force there, that there is no pointin New Mex- 
ico where a cavalry force cannot be sustained for 


food. 
having, at all seasons of the year, grazed their 
horses upon those pastures, which he describes as 
most abundant, and pervading the whole, or nearly 
the whole, surface of that country. I allude to 
Colonel May He laughs at the idea of your get- 
ting up here this humbug about forage for your 
horses. He says that not a cavalry soldier in 
that service, after they had been there three weeks, 


bought a lock of hay, or any article of forage for 
their horses. 


I should deem it necessary to say one word more 


on this subject. 
| not wish to be troublesome. I am sorry the gen- 


_tleman from Ohio [Mr. Cartrer] has thought 


Morrow move to suspend the rules for the purpose || proper to say anything in relation to what occurred 





| estimates of the Department. 


effective service—that there is an abundance of | 
He gives a history of his own force as | 


Mr. BURT said: Mr. Chairman, I regret that 


I assure the committee that I do | 


E. 


_ at 


| in the Committee on Military Affairs. Now, in 


| reference to this matter, I think every member of 


} mittee. 


that committee will sustain me in saying that the 
whole business of investigating into the estimates 
of the War Department was confided to myself. 
Upon my own motion, in the month of Decem- 
ber, [ gave direction to the bureaus to prepare such 
tabuler statements as were wanted by our com- 


We did not get them until some time in 
January. 


Mr. CARTTER, (interrupting.) I beg my 
friend from South Carolina will allow me to say, 
that I should not have referred to anything which 
occurred in the Committee on Military Affairs if I 
had not understood the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Jonw A. Kine] as alluding to a report from 
that committee, 

Mr. BURT, (resuming.) IT then brought these 
statements to the attention of the committee. 1} 
expressed the opinion, that although these expenses 
were very great, so much so as to arrest the atten- 
tion of everybody, yet from the annual report of 
the Quartermaster General, and from all the other 


| information | could get, 1 was satisfied the ex- 


penses proceed from the mal-administration of 
that Department somewhere. I said to the com- 
mittee that | could not advise them what to do; 


| you may apply the knife and cut off this limb or 


| and Means had struck down the estimates of t 


that limb, but you cannot say that in the applica- 
tion of the legislative knife you will not cut off 
some vital part, as well as an unsound limb. The 
committee acquiesced generously in the opinions 
which I expressed to them. 

Now, as to the statements which the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] makes, I desire 
to know if the gentleman from Ohio is authorized 
by Colonel May to say that these estimates 
from the War Department were false? 1 desire to 
know if any officer in the Army would venture to 
authorize a member of this Liouse to say that 
there is a single false statement in the estimates of 
this Department? If he does, the Secretary of 
War ought, as a matter of self-respect, to have the 
matter investigated before a military commission. 
But | do not understand the gentleman from Ohio 
to make an assertion of that sort. I only under- 
stand him to say that feed is abundant in that 
country. Well, who has said that provender 
could not be obtained? The question is nut 
whether forage for the horses can he obtained, but 
it is on the price which must be paid for that for- 
age. I would like to see Colonel May, or anybody 
else, prove that the prices are less than those spe- 
cified in these estimates. Sir, | make no state- 
ment here witout first having investigated the 
matter to which the statement refers. I make no 
statement to this House without official authority. 
I will make no other, and I do not think any gen- 
tleman ought to make any other. It is calculated 
to mislead. It is calculated to throw imputations 
upon officers who are as respectable, as gallant, 
and veracious as Colonel May or anybody else. 

Mr. CARTTER, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS moved to amend the amendment 
by reducing the amount to $700,000. 

Mr. T. said: The honorable gentleman—the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs— 
had spoken against the estimates recommended by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, upon the 
ground that they were not in accordance with the 
He did not ac- 
knowledge the force of any such argument. He 
wanted no such royalty here. This House were 
the representatives of the people, wnose duty it 
vas to retrench the extravagance of the Govern- 
ment, if extravagance existed. If the estimates of * 
the Department were too large, as he believed they 
were, it was the duty of the House to retrench 
them. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burt] 
had said that he wanted to make this item a test 
question, but he (Mr. T.) said if it was to be made 
a test, he wished the House to understand upon 
what was to be the test. The Committee of mw 

e 


| Department for the expenses of the mounted regi- 


ments, for fuel, for straw, and for stationery, about 
one half. He considered this a fair estimate. 
Horses could be obtained on this side of the moun- 
tains for from $30 to $40 each, the cost of forage 
was very small; and he believed in all these items 
the Committee of Ways and Means had made a 


}\ fair estimate. The gentleman from South Caro- 
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| 
tina (Mr. Burt) had said he (Mr. T.) struck in the || 
dark. He desired to know upon what authority 
he had made that assertion, 

Mr. BURT said he had quoted the gentleman’s j 
own language. 

Mr. TOOMBS said if he had struck in the dark 
it was the fault of those who possessed the neces- 
sary information for making a proper discrimina- | 
tion in the items to be cut down, and would not || 
furnish them. He did not think we were bound || 
to give them all they asked, because they had with- || 
held the light necessary to a proper discrimination 
in the matter. 

With regard to reducing the estimates in the 
Quartermaster’s Department, he would say that he 
had investigated the subject thoroughly; he had 
given his me to it as much as any other member | 
of the House, and he believed a great deal more; 
and he asserted, without hesitation, that in the ad- || 
ministration of that Department there was exhibit- | 
ed such a profligacy and waste of money as was 
seldom equalled. If we were not to take the esti- 
mates of the committee, what did we want with 
the committee? What did we want of Congress? 
Gentlemen had better surrender their seats and go | 
home. 

It was said that the Committee of Ways and | 
Means were taking too much responsibility upon | 
themselves in bringing down this expenditure. | 
Kor one he was willing to take his full share of 


that responsibility, and as humble a man as he | 


was, he would to God that he could take it all. 
Mr. HOLMES said he agreed with the gentle- 
man from Georgia, {Mr. seonsnes} that we ought 
to be governed by the estimates of our own com- 
mittees, and by be reports of our own committees, 
rather than by the estimates of an executive de- 
artunent. But he protested against the use which 
fad commenced some years ago under the lead of 
a very distinguished gentleman, then chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, that this 
Committee on Finance, or Ways and Means, | 
should absorb the power of all the committees | 
in this House. They absorb the power of the | 
Committee of Military Affairs, and, indeed, of all 
the committees of investigation in the House; and 
what was the result?) Why, the members who 
were not on that committee must place a great deal 
of confidence in the result of their investigations, 
and now, after an investigation upon this subject 
now before the House, an estimate was brought 
in here for a reduction of something like 
2,000,000; and by whom? By the Committee of 
Vays and Means, who pride themselves upon 
what? Upon showing their financial talents to 
reduce expenses, ‘The members of that committee 


——— 


| the committee to withdraw his amendment. 


i on Military Affairs, in opposition to 


stood the gentleman from New York to say that 
| those of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
| sition, notwithstanding what the gentleman had | 


| said, 
| tary Committee; they had a right to act upon the | 


| cially for the purpose of obtaining this information? 


| mittee came to the conclusion, not by a direct vote, 
as the chairman of that committee [Mr. Burt] has | 





were worthy men. He appreciated their talents 
for investigation. 
had intrusted this matter to an important commit- 
tee—tine Committee on Military Affairs, The 
chairman of that committee [Mr. —— told | 
us, that when the estimates from the ar De- 
partment were first presented to them, they were 
startled at the amount; but when they came to ex- 
amine them item by item, they came to the con- 
clusion that these estimates were not too large. 
He had yet to learn that the Committee of Ways 
and Means could come here and tell this House, 
that to save a certain amount of money, a part of 
the Army must be withdrawn. If, from informa- 
tion in the possession of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, they were satisfied of the propriety or 
cagooneetty of withdrawing a portion of the Army, 
and that committee told us so, he would be- 
lieve them until he had other information to the 
contrary, but he could not accede to them the right 
of dictating terms to us. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr Toomps] had 
told us that he had come to the conclusion that 
the estimates were much too large, and that he 
was for reducing them, whatever might be the 
consequence; but he (Mr. H.) thought this would 
be a very impolitic measure at this late period of | 
the session, when we could not possibly investi- 
gate the matter. It was now a question whether | 
we were to adopt the estimates of the Committee | 
on Military Affairs and of seven or eight bu- | 
reaus, or that of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means. For one, he should not hesitate which | 
to adopt. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING asked what was the pend- | 
ing amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN said it was the amendment | 
of the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Toomss.] 








amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
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Mr. TOOMBS asked the unanimous consent of 





Mr. CLEVELAND objected. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Toomss’s 





Mr. JOHN A. KING then moved to increase | 
the appropriation fifty dollars. He offered the | 
amendment merely for the purpose of saying a | 
few words in reply to his Fiend from Georgia, | 
{[Mr. Toomss.] 


| 

Z 

That gentleman has said that he | 

Mr. K.) had decided in favor of the views of the | 
| 


those of the Committee of Waysand Means. He | 
did take that position, and he had a right to do it. | 
Mr. TOOMBS (interrupting) said he under- | 


he took the estimates of the Department against 


Mr. KING said that was right. He did | 
say that, and he would stand by that propo- | 


He asserted the independence of the Mili- | 


esumates which were sent to them, so far as they 
properly came within the limits of the business of | 
that committee, and they would act upon them. =| 
Mr. TOOMBS said he now understood the | 
gentleman’s position. 
Mr. KING said he was glad to hear what he 
had to-day heard, for the first time, that the gen- 


tleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] had come to | 
his conclusions in relation to this matter, from a | 


thorough investigation of the subject. 

Mr. TOOMBS said he had repeatedly told the 
gentleman and the House that the Department had 
refused to furnish any information on the subject. 
He had called upon th em and they had refused to 
furnish any information. 


Mr. KING asked the gentleman from Georgia 


whether he had called upon the Department offi- 


Mr. TOUMBS replied that he did call upon the 
Department officially, 


ir. KING said, alike request was made by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and documents | 
were furnished stating the condition of the Army, | 
the charge for preenenns the charge for transport- | 


ation, and all the information which the Depart- 


ment could consistently furnish; and from these | 
statements a majority of the Military Committee | 
| came to the conclusion that there ought not to be | 
a diminution of a single dollar in any item con- | 


nected with that Department whatever. Our com- 


stated, but the matter was fully discussed in the 


| committee, and we came to the conclusion that the 
But what were weto do? We || 


estimates of the War Department could not be re- 
duced. This was the condition in which the mat- 
ter now stood, 

Mr. CARTTER asked if the gentleman from 


| New York [Mr. Kine] still insisted that the Mili- 
| tary Committee had ever taken any action upon 
| this subject? 


Mr. KING replied they had not. He had just 
stated that the committee did not take a vote upon 
it at all, for there was no necessity for any vote. 
But this was the opinion of a majority of the 
members of that committee. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, said no question 


was finally decided. 


Mr. KING said he knew there was not; but, as 
he had before remarked, the committee had inves- 


_ugated the matter thoroughly, and although there 


| was no vote taken, most of the members of the 


| 
| 





committee came to the conclusion that the amount 
specified in the estimates of the War Department 
was necessary for the support of the Army, and 
we should either be obliged to appropriate it or be 
compelled to pay indemnity for the violation of 
our treaty obli 
of an efficient Army. 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr, Chairman, I have heard 
from the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Burt,] and I have heard frequently before in this 
House, the charge that the Comunittes of Ways 
and Means have usurped the jurisdiction which 
belongs to all the committees of Congress, Sir, 
we have nothing to do with anything except what 
the rules of the House have assigned to us. We 
have usurped nothing—we have taken nothing to 
ourselves. We have asked for nothing—have been 
fighting off the duties of other committees. Some 


'| time since, complaint was made here because we 
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tions, in consequence of the want | 








| 





Feb. 27 
SSS 
did not discharge the duties of other committees 

in making an examination into the expenditures 





of the different Departments. We have rested 
strictly upon the duties given to us. The idea tha; 
these appropriation bills should be distributed 
among the different committees—for instance, the 
Navy bill to go to the Naval Committee, the Mj. 
itary bill to the Military Committee, the Pog; 
Office bill to the Post Office Committee, and the 
other bills to other committees, is totally im. 
practicable, and would lead to very great ineoy. 
venience indeed. We are charged with the duty 
of raising supplies—of providing the ways ani 
means, and of making appropriations. Does no, 
every one see that the two things must go together? 
How utterly impossible it would be to confide tp 
one set of committees the duty of making an ap. 
propriation of money, and to another committee 
the duty of raising it. From the very nature of 
things, that committee which raises the means 
must make the appropriation. There is no othe; 
mode by which there can be any uniformity o; 
consistency in our financial action. But, as [ be. 
fore said, we have usurped nothing. 

In respect to the expenditures of this Depan. 
ment, I agree with many other gentlemen who 
have spoken in the course of this debate, that we 
must hold the-heads to a strict account. The mis. 
chief grows out of the fact, that the Army and 
Navy Departments are virtaony administered by 
men who hold their offices for life—who preserye 
their esprit, de corps—whose whole sympathy is 
for their service—who are constantly striving to 
increase it in all its departments, not only in the 
pay, but in everything else. You get gentlemen 
at the head of the Navy or Army Departments, 
and they will be comparatively children in the 
hands of these old heads of Bureaus, who have 
their esprit de corps. There will be no remedy 
until the vigilance of the country is thoroughly and 
actively awakened in regard to this matter. [| an 
not making war upon this Administration, or upon 
any other Administration. Th®whole system is 
radically wrong, and the vigilance of the country 
must be awakened in reference to it. Sir, who 
ever heard of propositions for reform and retrench- 
ment coming from these Departments? It is, Give, 
give, give—increase, increase, increase. That is 
the cry that goes from one to another; and I do 
hope, that during the debate which has occurred 
here upon this subject in this House, that the vigi- 
lance of the country will be awakened in regard 
to this subject. I expect that nothing can be ef- 
fected now, and | am not visionary enough to be- 
lieve in that. We are only now beginning the 
war which is to end in a reform. 

{Here the hammer fell.] ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the committe: 
rise, in order to enable him to make a motion to 
stop debate; but he withdrew his motion, 

he question was then taken on Mr. Kinc's 
amendment to the amendment; and it was not 
reed to. 

Mr. CLEVELAND said he had an amendment 
to offer. He moved to reduce the amount to 
$500,000. 

Mr, C. said: I rise for the purpose of calling 
the attention of the committee for a moment to 
consideration of the claim set up here by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burt,} and 
especially the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Kine.] I ask the attention of the committee 
the claim upon which they rest this amendment— 
doubling the amotnt of appropriation recom- 
mended by the Committee of Ways and Means. 
If the gentleman understood 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, I rise toa question 
of order. There are many points in this bill tha: 
I desire to see discussed, and I shall insist upou 
the enforcement of the rule, that gentlemen cou- 
fine themselves to explanations of the amendments 


which they propose. 
Mr. CLEVELAN D. I believe I was proceed- 
ing in order. 

r, CABELL. I insist upon my point of or- 
der; and the point of order which I make is this, 
that it is not in order for the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. CLeve.anp] to discuss the relative 
merits of the two committees, the Committee 0” 
Military Affairs and the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not feel 
him@elf called upon to sustain the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Florida, (Mr. Cas- 
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ELL. ‘ ° 
— the gentdeman from Connecticut [Mr. 


CLEVELAND] is in order. % 

Mr. CABELL. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. : ' F 

The question then being, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

It was taken and carried in the affirmative. 

Mr. CLEVELAND (resuming:) I wish to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that if i understood the question 
which is submitted to this committee, it is this: 
whether this House have the right to inquire into 
the estimates vo. heads of the Departments or 
the bureaus. I understand that to be the naked 
question presented here. 


I understand that gen- | 


——$$<<»——__—__— 


“According to the practice adopted by this | 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





tiemen who appear here to defend the adoption of | 


theestimates of the bureaus, put it upon the ground 


that we have no authority to go beyond or fall | 


short of the estimates made by the Department. | 


Now, if this is true, let me suppose a case. 


Sup- | 


pose this system continued unul the country be- | 
came alarmed. The appropriations for the War | 
Department are increased from five to ten mil- | 


lions. The country becomes alarmed, as they 
see that the Administration is spending, instead of 
thirty millions annually, sixty millions. I ask 
you, What remedy is there under this doctrine? 
| ask you what remedy—what power, is left 
in the hands of the people to correct this error? 
Why the people at home would think that they 
had a remedy by sending their representatives 
here, who could control the purse of the nation. 
3ut when they get here, the committeés are ap- 
pointed, and these committees take their esti- 
mates from the very Government whose expend- 
itures the people are desirous of curtailing. When 


the question comes before the House, we are | 
met at once by the astounding claim, that the es- 


umates from the Departments of the Govern- 
ment, through its agents, are to control the action 
of the people’s representatives. The people’s 


agents are elected once in two years, but the Gov- | 
The Government | 


ernment exists fomfour years. 
may run into oa profligaey in the course of 
four years, an 
tives of the people can do so. If the doctrine 
which has been maintained here is to prevail, there 
is no power on earth to control the extravagance 
that may ensue, and these Departments will be 
entirely beyond the reach of the people. The 
people may elect representatives who are instruct- 
ed to come here and put an end to this profligacy. 
They rise in their places, and they point out the 
instances in which the estimates of this Govern- 
ment are extravagant, wholly unjustifiable, and 
unnecessary. What is the argument used for 
these increased expenditures? Is any reason 
given that they are needed? No 
gy presented for these increased expenditures is, 
that the Department made the estimates, and that 
you should be bound by them. 

Now, this doctrine strikes at the very founda- 
tion of power in the ag to correct abuses in the 
administration of the Government. 


their representatives, have no right to control the 
estimates made by the Departments. Is this doc- 
tre to be sanctioned here? A more monstrous 
proposition was never made to an American Con- 
gress than the claim set up here for the executive 
departments. The people are taxed for the money 
which is expended, and they should have the right 
to control the expenditure. I claim, that men who 
are in office here have no right to dictate to the 
representatives of the people, and say that their 
estimates must be met, no matter how monstrous, 
merely because the chairman of the committee, or 
some one or two others who have consulted with 
the heads of the Departments, have said that so 
many millions of money are needed. They have 
rarely taken the trouble to look into the items. It 
does seem to me that this doctrine cannot be sanc- 
toned by the committee. It is a doctrine danger- 
ous in the extreme to the rights and liberties of the 


ee 

(i ere the hammer ae 

Mr. VINTON said: Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
posed to this amendment. At the last session of 
Congress we appropriated for this item $850,000. 
Since that time we have mounted six hundred of 
our infantry; and the proposition is to reducé this 
$220,000 below the appropriation of the last yaar, 
hotwithstanding the atee increase of our mounted 


no power on earth can control | 
it, unless the right and power in the representa- | 


Mhe only apolo- | 


It goes to | 
maintain the doctrine that the people, through | 





forces. I leave it to every gentleman to decide 
for himself whether this reduction can be made. 
It is the duty of those who propose this reduction 
to show that the appropriation of last year was 
more than the public service required. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS (interrupting) made a remark 
entirely inaudible at the Reporter’s desk. 

Mr. VINTON, (resuming.) What I propose 
to say is this: that it is the appropriate duty of 
the executive department of this Government to 
defend the country. We must appropriate an 
amount which, in our estimation, is sufficient to 
defend the country, and nothing less than that. 
Suppose we deny this, what will follow? What 
will necessarily follow? The chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Bayty] 
stated two or three days ago that this reduction 
would amount to nothing, for next year the whole 
amount would be brought into the deficiency bill 
for these items proposed to be cut down. On the 
other hand, if the country was not defended, why, 
then what would follow? We will have taken from 
the’executive of the country all responsibility for 
the discharge of their proper duties, and taken 
into our own hands the duties that properly be- 
long to the executive Government. be of these 
two consequences will follow: either that we have 
a deficiency bill at the next session of Congress— 
an enormous deficiency bill, to cover the necessary 
expenses required for the defence of the country— 
or the country will be left undefended at those 
points which, by our treaty stipulations, we are 
bound to protect. Whoseduty is itto decide wheth- 
er troops shall be withdrawn from California, 
New Mexico, or Oregon? If it is this House, they 
have not the military information enabling them 
to decide a question of that sort. It does not fol- 
low because money is appropriated that it is to be 
all expended. The Executive is not required to 
expend it because it is appropriated. Sir, it is for 
the Executive, whose duty it is to defend the coun- 


| try, to decide whether troops shall be withdrawn 


from Oregon and California, or anywhere else. 
It is his duty to decide where they shall be 
placed, and to what places they shall be removed. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CLEVELAND asked leave to withdraw 
his amendment; but objection being made, the 
question was taken, aid his amendment to the 
amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Ewina, to strike out ** $630,000,” 
and to insert ‘* $1,260,000.”’ 

Mr. TOOMBS demanded tellers. 
| Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
' make the sum $1,300,000. 

Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to 
detain the House, as I have but a few words to 
say upon this subject. It seems to me that we 
are beginning at the wrong place in regard to re- 
form and retrenchment. I look upon this effort, as 
does the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. ‘Toomss,} 
in all its forms, as an attempt to pass a vote of cen- 
sure and show a want of confidence in the present 
Administration. 
light. By the laws of the country we have estab- 
lished an Army consisting of about twelve thou- 
'sand men. Gentlemen do not propose to reduce 
this army and introduce a law for that purpose 
because the army is unnecessary. I will go as far 
as any other gentleman for reform and retrench- 
|'ment. But you have laws upon your statute 
books creating that Army, and by the Constitution 
‘the President, as Commander-in-Chief of the 
Army and Navy, bears the whole responsibility 
of disposing of it under the law. Now you say, 
that he has so misused that power that you will 
withhold the funds which are necessary to carry 
the laws into execution. Sir, it is nothing more 
than saying that the Executive has abused his 
| high authority. The law is upon your statute 
| books. You last year, by alaw which you passed, 
| increased the expenditure. Whois to be censured, 
| if there is too much extravagant expenditure ?—if 

| there is too much money expended? Itis the fault 
of Congress, who, at the last session, authorized 
| the increased expenditure. Now, if you take from 
| the Executive—the Commander-in-Chief—the right 
| to say where the Army shall be stationed—if you 
| pass a law saying that the Army shall be stationed 
| in some improper place, then you give the com- 
| mand of the Army and Navy to the House of 
| Representatives. 1 amas ready as any man here, 
‘if there has been any abuse on the part of the 
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| Government, to maintain that this House shall 
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| fested in the ordinary way. 








| use the power of refusing to obey its will and 
carry out its wishes, when such power is mani- 
I am as willing as 
any one to withhold my support from a measure 


| which is not necessary to carry on the Government, 


and to pass a vote of censure apon the Executive 


_and Administration, when they have abused their 


trusts. But so long as in the discharge of their 
official duties they om not violated their trusts, 
and as long as the officers of your Army are enti- 
tled to and receive the confidence of this people, I 


| shall give no vote which shall tend to embarrass 


the Executive in carrying out the laws. 
{Here the hammer fell. | 
The question was then taken on Mr. Stevens's 


| amendment to the amendment; and it was re- 


jected. 


Mr.STEPHENS, of Georgia, said: Mr. Chair- 


| man, I rise to offer a very few remarks in reply to 


the extraordinary statements from gentlemen on 
my rightand on my left. Gentlemen have assert- 


| ed that those who are in favor of retrenchment oc- 


| cupy the position of censuring the Administration. 
| They say that the President is bound to execute 


| the law, and that by withholding the necessary 
| means to execute the law, we are casting censure 


upon the Administration. They say that they are 
ready and willing, and that in their opinion it is 


| our duty, to vote every dollar that the Adminis- 


| tration asks. 


Well, sir, if gentlemen think that 
censure, | am ready to cast it; but I do not econ- 
sider it in that light at all. I rise barely to vindi- 
cate myself from any such position. Is there any 
law in this country which says there shall be fuel 
provided for the Army at the rate of fifteen dollars 
per head? Where is the law? Where is the 
treaty? Why, sir, the very estimate containing 


| this appropriation comes from the Quartermaster 


1 cannot view it in any other || 


| annals of the country. 


| vin 


| much less to a 


General—not from the President of the United 
States. It is the Quartermaster General that 
comes and says to a Congress of the United States 
that it is necessary to appropriate $150,000 for 
fuel for the Army. You ewe but ten thousand 
men, and you are to appropriate to the extent of 
fifteen dollars per head for wood and coal for the 
Army of the United States because the Quarter- 
master General says it is necessary. 

Lask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Srevens,| I ask the gentleman from Ohio, | Mr. 
Vinton,} if they expect, standing upon this prin- 
ciple, to browbeat an independent foun of Rep- 
resentatives of freemen? If they do, they must 
go toacourt. I know one thing, they will never 
get it from me. My judgment is, that fifteen dol- 
lars per head for the Army is not necessary for 
fuel, and I will not vote it. But the President of 
the United States does not say that itis necessary. 
It is the Quartermaster General that says he wants 
it. And yetthe gentleman from Ohio tells us that 
if we refuse to vote it, we are censuring the Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. VINTON. I did not say it would be cen- 
| suring the President. What I said was, that it 
was necessary for the service of the country. 

Mr.STEPHENS. And he said that he would 
vote it, and that it was the duty of this House to 
vote it. I say that such a doctrine has never been 
uttered before in an American Congress, and I 
defy the gentleman to show me such a one in the 
i It has never been uttered 
since King James attempted to dictate to the Par- 
liament of England, and that Parliament refused to 
obey him. Sir,I trust that we shall this night 

Sicha the principles of our ancestors there. 1 
will vote money to no King and no President, 
uartermaster General, because he 

asks it, unless he shows that it is necessary. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BURT demanded tellers on the amendment 
| of Mr. Ewrne to strike out $630,000, and insert 
| $1,260,000; which were ordered, and Messrs. 
| Beare and Rossiws were appointed. 
| Mr. JONES. The ayes are for extravagance, 
| the noes are for economy. 
| The question was taken and the tellers reported 

—ayes 47, noes 92. 
| So the amendment to the amendment was not 
| agreed to. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, offered the fol- 
| lowing amendment, to come in as a proviso: 


““ Provided, That when the appropriations in this bill are 
for a less sum than that estimated by the War Department, 


|| itshall be the duty of the Secretary of War w adapt the 
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character of troops employed on the western frontier to 
the reduced estimate—substituting light mfantry service 
fur cavalry service—and substituting for the ordinary ration 
in kind such provisions as may be secured in the region 
where the troops are stationed, the same to be such as are 
found eufficient for the nourishinent and support of the 
troops, if, in his judgment, such modification of existing or- 
ganization shall be rendered necessary by this reduction of 
appropriation or by the necessities of the occasion.”’ 

Mr. MeL. said: Now that the committee have 
passed upon the sum that shall be appropriated 


for the Quartermaster’s Department, and has ex- 


that sam, I propose to offer an amendment which 
is in conformity with the views that | addressed 
to the committee previous to the recess this morn- 
ing. We shall, if this amendment is adopted, put 
it in the power of the Secretary of War to make 
such modifications as in his judgment the public 
service will permit of, to enable him, in good faith, 
to execute your laws. We have chosen, and we 
have a right to choose, what sum we will appro- 
priate; it should now be left with the Executive 
to apply the sum thus oor in such a 
manner as shall most conduce to the public ben- 
efit. 

This amendment does not impose any obligation 
upon the Secretary to disband any of the cavalry; 
but there is a permission accorded to him, that if 
he believes that the appropriations contained in 
your bill are insufficient to maintain and carry on 
a cavalry force, he shall have power to substitute 
such force as he thinks advisable and efficient. 

As I have said, I do not believe that a cavalry 
force is the force that is best fitted to govern and 
control the frontiers: in my opinion an infantry 
force is far better every way for such a service. 
It is well known that a cavalry force cannot travel 
more than about twenty miles in a day; but s well- 
disciplined, well-built, active light infantry could 
travel thirty, thirty-five, and forty miles in a day. 
However, this discussion as to the preference 
which I think ought to be given to infantry over 
cavalry is altogether incidental. The amendment 
does not in any way obligate the Secretary of 
War to make any change, but gives him a per- 
maission to effect such a modification as he may 
please. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Maryland if the Secretary 
of War has not even now the power to effect such 
a change as he may desire? 

Mr. McLANE. He has not. He must follow 
the directions of Congress. He cannot change a 
eavalry force into an infantry at will,and he must 
furnish everything that is necessary for this cav- 
alry. 

Mr. HALL inquired if the Secretary of War 
was under any slitdeside to feed the horses of the 
United States troops in any particular manner? 
Was he compelled to furnish corn, and prohibit 
the use of grass? If ‘he could not furnish corn, 
would not the horses be able to subsist on grass? 

Mr. McLANE. No doubt, Mr. Chairman, if 
the Quartermaster does not furnish the troops with 
corn for their horses, the horses will eat grass. 
Sut the committee must observe that, supposing 
the cost of maintaining the cavalry force should be 
much above the sum appropriated, it is our duty 
to give the permission I wish to accord to the 
Secretary of War, in order that we may properly 
share the responsibility with him. If yourappro- 
priations are retrenched, I think it but just you 
should adopt this course. 

Mr. BAYLY opposed the amendment. He said: 
I desire to say a few words in reference to some 
remarks that the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania {Mr. Srevens] has addressed to the 
committee. That gentleman considers that this 
effort to reduce the appropriations is virtually and 
deliberately a wichapawral of confidence from the 
Administration, Now, Mr. Chairman, that gen- 
tleman ought to recollect that this enormous ex- 
penditure in the Quartermaster’s Department has 
grown not out of the measures of this Administra- 
tion, to which he is opposed, but out of the waste- 
fulness of one of which he was a supporter, So 
much for this point. 

In relation to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Maryland, [{Mr. McLane,] I may say, sir, that 
this matter of mounted infantry has proved a dead 
failure, The sending of these mounted rifles, and 
other mounted infantry forces, to Oregon and Cal- 








so much complaint made in this House. It is u 
things which the present head of the War De- 
| partinent is trying (as | showed this morning) to 
| correct. lam glad that he is attempting to correct, 
and I do not care, as a representative of the peo- 
| ple, whether this is an expression of a want of 
| confidence in the Administration or not. We have 


| a right to inquire into this matter; indeed, it is our | 


| duty to do it. 


If we believe that any branch of 


| too great an expenditure, whether this increased 

expenditure may have been incurred in the Army 

or in the Navy, I shall, without any reference 

| whatever to censuring or supporting any Admin- 

| istration, discharge my duty as a representative of 
the people. 

Mr. BRECK moved to amend Mr. McLane’s 
| amendment by striking out the whole of it, together 
| with $630,000 in the bill, and inserting $1,000,000 
| in lieu thereof. He said the only question before 


the committee is, what is the proper amount for us | 


to appropriate. Weare told here that the Admin- 
| istrauon are dictating to us. 
_ committee of this House call upon the executive 
| departments for estimates that the House may 
judge what amount will be sufficient, and we are 


told that responding to that call is dictation! I do | 


notunderstand any gentleman here to contend that 
we are bound by the estimates furnished to us by 
| the executive departments. But it is our duty 
| to ascertain whether an appropriation is right— 
| whether it is too large ortoo small. I ask any gen- 
 tleman to tell me what item there is in the estimates 
of the Department that is too large? Do you want 
| to starve our gallant soldiers on the frontiers? Are 


| you not willing to defend the country which their | 


valor has aequired ? 

Sir, lam for liberal appropriations for our Army. 
I am for providing for our gallant troops Socesllig 
and generously. I dislike this little petty-larceny 
| complaining that we feed them too well and clothe 
| them too warmly and comfortably. Now the 
question with me is between-the Committee of 
Ways and Means and the Military Committee. It 
| is the special duty of the Committee on Military 
| Affairs to ascertain what sum will be sufficient; 
| but the Committee of Ways and Means come in 

here and say that the Committee on Military 
| Affairs do not understand this matter; that they 
| understand it better than that committee does, and 

that they have cut down the estimates from 

$1,260,000 to $630,000. I go, sir, for the commit- 
| tee whose business it is to investigate this matter, 
| and I am willing to sustain them. The estimates 
| of the Department are but a small fraction over the 
amount actually expended last year. 
| Mr. CARTTER, (inter:upting.) I wish mere- 
y to suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
the Military Committee have made no report. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING. They report to this 

| House by their chairman. 
| Mr. BRECK. I understood the chairman of 
| the Military Committee to say that $1,260,000 is 
| the sum that they acquiesced in, as being neces- 
| sary. 
Mr. CARTTER. 
| individual. 
| Mr. BRECK. I do not know whether any 
formal report has been made; but that is my un- 
| derstanding of the matter, and I am willing to sus- 
| tain the Military Committee; but at the same time 
1 am ready to make a compromise between the 
| two sums which have been proposed, and hence 
I offer this amendment. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, was opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr 
Breck.}] The committee had but recently voted 
down one proposition for an increase of this item, 
and he had ful concurred in that proposed in- 
crease, He did not see any better reason that the 
| sum should be increased to $1,000,000, since the 

committee had determined by a previous vote to 
| cut down to $630,000. he estimates of the 
| Department showed that the sum required was 
$1,260,000, and if that sum were to be reduced at 
| all, it might just as well be cut down altogether. 


That is his opinion as an 





other I- || If the object was to cut down in a manner that | 
ifornia, has been in the main the cause of this | 


appeared to him reckless, and to proceed from a 
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| the public service is incurring expenses that the | 
cae . : exigencies of the service do not require, and do | 
pressed itself in favor of reducing the amount of | 5,5: authorize, it is our duty, as representatives of | 
the people, to point it out and attempt to avert I. | 
| And for one, sir, I shall, when any arm of the 


| public service may be, in my opinion, incurring | 


What, sir! The | 
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1ese | a real and apparent necessity, on the score tha 


the expenditure itself was not necessary to {| 
support of the Army, he would let the House ~ 
ceed in the accomplishment of its object as an = 
it might desire, and take the responsiblity of - 
. . 1e 
results of such a reduction. The House had un 
doubtedly a right to reduce the expenditures as i 
might determine; but it was equally its duty to 
share the responsibility with the Executive,’ |, 
was evident that the House did not rely upon the 
estimates of the Department; that it considered 
that they were not correct, nor based upon reliable 
data. He only desired that if the ae Was 
made that the House would bear its part of jh. 
responsibility. If the reduction were made, and 
the amount appropriated were then found to je 
insufficient to the proper maintenance of the Army 
he trusted that a discretionary power would |, 
given to the Executive to effect such changes in 
the Army as might be calculated to lessen its 
necessary and present expenses. The frontiers 
must be protected, and defence afforded to al} the 
citizens of the United States; and if this were ty 
be done in an efficient See nnaTe and ample 
appropriation must be made—Congress had jo 
| right to deny such appropriation as would ae. 
'! complish the object. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair finds that he 
had misapprehended the character of the amend- 
| ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, and now 
| rules it out of order. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the committe 
rise, witla view to terminate debate by suspend- 
| ing the five minutes rule. 
Mr. BURT hoped that the gentleman would not 
| make that motion now, but that there would be 
no further controversy about the estimates of the 
Committee of Waysand Means. For one, hedid 
not mean to raise any further contest; but should 
' submit to the judgment of the committee. He 
thought, however, that there were other items in 
', the bill which ought to be cut down. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN said thatghe would insist on 
his motion, with a view of ascertaining the sense 
of the majority. 
‘| The question was then taken on Mr. Cuixc- 
MAN’s motion, and it was not agreed to. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question was then taken on Mr. McLane’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the bill by 
inserting after line thirty-nine the following: 

Provided, That in all cases in which the appropriations 

| granted by this act are of less amount than the estimates for 
like items, made by the Secretary of War, and comumuni- 
cated by the Secretary of the Treasury to Congress at the 
present session, it shall be lawful for the President, and he 
is hereby authorized, to reduce, by discharge of officers and 

| soldiers, or otherwise at his discretion, the military force of 
the country, so apie bring the necessary expenditures there- 

| fer, and for eacW item thereof, within the limits of these 
appropriations. 

Mr.S. addressed the committee as follows: Mr. 
Chairman, if | am not mistaken, that will test the 
disposition of the House to carry out the proposed 
reform. The amendment, it seems to me, ex- 
plains its own object, without many remarks be- 
ing necessary. Under our laws, the Executive 
has submitted his estimates and asked for certain 

| appropriations for maintaining the military force 
of the country. Without data, without investiga- 
tion, without materials from which to make up 
your opinion, groping in the dark, because some 
of the items in these appropriations seem to be 
large, you say that rs will cut them down in the 
proportion of one half, or more. That, sir, !s 

| saying to the Executive: ‘* We require you by 
law to keep up a force of twelve thousand men, 
/and itis your duty, under the law, to have esti- 
mated to us the amount of money necessary 
keep up that force We believe you can do it for 

_ half the money you ask for. he issue is made 

| up between you and us, and we require you 
do it for half the money.”? Now this is dealing 
unfairly with the Executive. For you will have 
_a force of twelve thousand men, and yet you only 
provide enough to feed six thousand, You ouglit 
to cut down the force to six thousand. My 
amendment simply proposes, that where the ap- 

| propriation falls short of the sum required by the 
wants of the Army, the Executive sliall be av- 
|| thorized to dismiss officers and soldiers so as © 
reduce the military force within the limits which 
| thg sum appropriated will sustain. There ' 


great expenditure, of which there has justly been || desire to effect a decreased expenditure than from || nothing unreasonable inthat. If gentlemen really 
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jet them not, groping in the dark, cut down item 
after item, without reference to the data on which 
the item is founded, but let them take the bull by 
the horns, meet the issue presented fairly, openly, 
manfully, without any disguise or equivocation, 
and say that it is the determination of this House 
to have the military force of the country reduced. 
But do not call upon the Executive to maintain 
the military force upon one half of the money 
which he says is necessary, and above all, do not 
do this when you have made no inquiry, and 
when you have no data, such as he has acted 
ypon in communicating these facts to the House. 
When I speak of the Executive, I speak not 


— - » {| ‘ a 
wish to reduce the military force of the country, || much the policy of the Department; and if the ap- 


merely of the Quartermaster General—as the gen- | 


tieman from Georgia [Mr. Sterpnens] has said— 
hut of the head of the Executive—of the Presi- 
dent himself. It is idle to talk about these being 
the estimates of the Quartermaster General. He 
js but a subordinate in the office of the Secretary 
of War. He submits his estimates to the Secre- 
tary of War, and the Secretary of War submits 
them to the supervision, either actual or nominal, 
of the President. The President, at all events, is 
responsible. ‘They are not the estimates of the 
Quartermaster General, or of the Secretary of 
War, but of the President himself; and if you cut 
down the amount asked for by him, to one half, 
at least authorize him to reduce the force, so as to 
bring it within the means provided. That is 
meeting the question fairly and directly, and it is 
with a view of testing the sense of theeHouse that 
I offer this amendment. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY was opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio. They were 
appropriating for the support of the Army for the 
coming fiscal year, and that Army could, in the 
opinion of the larger portion of the committee, be 
supported at a lesssum than was asked for by the 
Department. The amendment of the gentleman 
had apparently the same object in view with the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
McLane,] and that having been voted down, he 
did not suppose that the amendment now offered 
would receive a much more favorable support. 
Congress would meet the responsibility that the 
ventleman seemed to think that it shrank from: 
and having appropriated so much for the support 
of its Army as it deemed to be amply sufficient, it 


would be perfectly willing to account tothe coun- | 


try for the manner in which it afforded it protec- 
tion. The country required no soldiers, except 
for the defence of its frontiers from the attacks of 


the wild Indians, and ores it might be a mat- | 


ter of some dispute, w 
dians would not be more effectually subdued and 
controlled by a different policy—a policy that, by 
rendering the American people necessary to them 
for their own comfort and subsistence, would unite 
them by ties far more enduring and powerful than 
any that could be created by a compulsory policy. 
The Army was large enough, if it was not deals 
too large, and he thought that the sum proposed to 
beappropriated for its support was amply sufficient. 
A large and unemployed a was an incubus 
upon the energies of a people that should not be 
suffered, nor would a free people long tolerate it. 
He was, however, perfectly willing to go for any 
appropriations that were shown to be absolutely 
necessary to the support of that Army in a state 
of efficiency. 

It had been said, that probably, if the surplus 
sumasked for overand above the sum that Congress 
proposed to appropriate were not granted, that 
sum would go into the deficiency bill of the next 
year. If it did, doubtless Congress, if it felt 
that it was unnecessary, would put it out; at an 
rate the reduction might be made, and the experi- 
ment tried, whether the Army could not be sup- 
ported in an efficient state at a less expensive cost 
to the country. 

Mr. MEADE offered the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


“And that such reduction shall take place in that portion 
of the Army east of the Mississippi river.”’ 


Mr. M. said that the expenditures of the Army 
had been very great, and had been 
increasing. The gentleman from Ohio, 
SCHENCK,] in arguing just now in favor of the 
expenditure, asked whether the executive Depart- 
ment had said that the Department should bring 
ls expenditure within the Limits of the apprgpria- 
ons made, This had been, he believ 


radually | 
: _— | 
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propriations were double what they asked for, 
doubtless they would just succeed in bringing the 
expenditures within the amount of the a 
tuons,. 

Mr. SCHENCK (interposing) said that he 
trusted the gentleman from Virginia would allow 
him to correct a remark he had made in speaking 
of what he (Mr. 8.) had said. He had used the 
word necessary, when required that expenditures 
should be brought within the limits of the appro- 
preteen, He (Mr. 8.) had offered his amendment 
vecause the estimates presented by the Executive 
were based upon data in their possession, whilst 
the House was proceeding to legislate without 
any data whatever, because gentlemen supposed 
that the appropriations asked for were too much. 

Mr. MEADE (in continuation) said that the 
gentleman was mistaken—the House was not pro- 
ceeding without data. Estimates of a most reliable 
and evidently correct and impartial character, had 
been submitted to the committee. It had been 
shown that the expenses of the Army had been 
steadily increasing from about $200 to about 41,000 
per man. Such an increase justified a rigid in- 
quiry into the causes and necessity for such an 
increase. Mr. M. was proceeding with his re- 
marks, but gave way to 

Mr. BAYLY, who, with a view of stopping de- 


ppropria- 


| bate and passing the bill, moved that the com- 


nether or not the same Ip- | 


mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose. 

And the Speaker having resumed the chair, the 
chairman of the committee reported progress. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution to suspend the 
five minutes rule on the army appropriation bill. 

Mr. SWEETSER objected. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to introduce the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to, and the rules were 
suspended. 

The question recurred on the resolution to sus- 
pend the five minutes rule, and, being taken, the 
resolution was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. BAYLY, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and resumed the consideration of the army appro- 
priation bill. 

The question was taken on Mr. Meape’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 


The question then recurred on Mr. Scnenck’s 
amendment. 


Mr. EVANS called for tellers, but tellers were 
not ordered. 


And the ee being taken, the amendment 
was rejected on a division—ayes 33, noes not 
counted. 


Mr. EVANS moved to strike out from the 75th 
to the 87th line, as follows: 


“For constructing, repairing. and enlarging barracks, 
quarters, hospitals, storehouses, stables, wharves and ways 
at the several posts and army depts, for temporary canton- 
ments, and the authorized furniture for the barracks, rooms 
of non-commissioned officers and soldiers, gun-houses for 
the protection of cannon, including the necessary tools and 
materials for the objects enumerated, and for rent of quar- 
ters and offices for officers, and barracks and hospitals for 
troops, where there are no public buildings for their accom- 
modation, for storehouses for the sate keeping of military 
stores, and of grounds for Summer cantonments and en- 


| campments, $400,000.” 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. EVANS moved to strike out the words 
** one million,’’ in the 111th line, and insert ‘* five 
hundred thousand’’ in lieu thereof, in the paragraph 
making appropriation for the transportation of the 
army. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BURT moved to strike out lines 114 and | 


115, as follows: ‘‘ For armament of fortifications, 
$100,000. ”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PHCENIX moved to insert after line 115, 


making appropriation for armament of fortifica- 
tions, the following: 


* For the repair of Fort Columbus, officers’ quarters, and 
barracks, and the sea-wall of Castle William, on Gover- 
nor’s Island, $10,000.” 


Mr. P. asked for the reading of a letter to show 


|| the necessity of the appropriation. 
too || 


Several Memuens objected. 
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Mr. JONES raised a point of order on the 
amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, offered the follow- 
ing amendment, to come in between lines 115 and 
116: 

** For fortifications at Key West, Florida, $75,000; and 
for fortifications on Florida Reef, Gardena Key, 850,000."" 

Mr. SWEETSER raised a point of order on the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. CABELL appealed from the decision of 
the Chair; and 

The question being taken, ‘‘ Shall the decision 


| ef the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 


tee?’’ it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment ruled out of order. 

Mr. BURT moved to insert after line 124, the 
following: 

* Provided, That the Secretary of War be authorized and 
required to issue and deliver to such State and Territorial 
authorities as may make application for the same,the re 
peating pistols most approved by the Ordnance Department, 
to the extent that saul State or Territory may be entitled 
under the appropriation for arms made in conformity to 
law.’? 

Mr. B. would be glad to state that this amend- 
ment was recommended by the Ordnance Bureau. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the amendment, 
by adding thereto the following: 

* Provided they have such arms on hand, belonging tothe 
Government.”’ 

The question being taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, it was adopted. 

The question recurring on the amendment as 
amended, it was taken, and the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. PARKER moved to insert the following 
after the paragraph making appropriation for the 
support of the armory at Harper’s Ferry: 

** Provided, That from and after the Ist day of July next, 
so much of the act of Congress, approved August 23, 1842, 
as places the Harper’s Ferry armory under the superintend 
ence of an officer of the ordnance corps, shall be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed ; and from that day the said armory 
shall be under that system of superintendence which ex 
isted prior to the passage of said act of Congress.”’ 

The amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. PARKER moved to insert the following 
after line 126: 

“And provided, further, That no person employed at the 
national armories shall be dismissed from his employment, 
except such dismissal be in writing, signed by the superin 
cendent, or person in charge of the armory, and setting forth - 
the true cause for such dismissal.”’ 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER moved to insert the follow- 
ing, to come in after the paragraph appropriating 
for the armory at Springfield: 

* Provided, That the provisions of the act, approved 28th 
September, 1850, increasing the pay and emolument of the 
principal assistant in the Ordnance Bureau of the War 
Department, be extended to the principal assistant in the 
Bureau of the Chief Engineer of the War Department.”’ 


Mr. BAYLY-made a question of order against 


the amendment; and 


The amendment was ruled out of order. 

On motion by Mr. BURT, the following items 
were stricken from the bill: 

‘¢ For surveys in reference to military defences of the fron- 
tier, inland, and Atlantic, $15,000. 

‘“F oc military and geographical surveys west of the Mis- 
sissippi, $20,000.’ 

Mr. BURT moved to strike the following item 
from the bill: 

** For continuing the surveys of the northern and north- 
western lakes, $25,000.”’ 

Mr. FITCH moved an amendment to the amend- 
ment, providing additional appropriation for the 
survey of thelakesand Atlantic and Pacific coasts, 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

The question was then taken by tellers on the 
amendment of Mr. Burt, (Messrs. Firen and 
Savace acting,) and decided in the negative—ayes 
69, noes 56. 

Mr. BURT moved to strike out the following 
item: 

‘* For a survey of the harbor of Mobile, in reference to its 
improvement, $5,000.” 

Mr. ALSTON made an appeal to the commit- 
tee to allow him to present some views why this 


|) item should be retained, 
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Objection was, however, made. 
Mr. ALSTON called for tellers on the amend- | 
ment, but they were refused. 


The question was then taken, and the item was | cheapest rate, to the lowest bidder on the eastern | 


atricken out. : 

On motion by Mr. BURT, the following items | 
were stricken out: 

“ For completing the survey and laying out a military 
road from Mendota, on the Mississippi, to the mouth of the 
Big Sioux, on the Missouri, $5,000.” 

“For surveys in reference to the fortifications and de- 
fence of the coasts of California and Oregon, 350,000.”’ 

Mr. JONES moved to strike out the following 
items: 


‘Por the further prosecution of the roads from Point Doug- | 


lass, on the Mississippi, tothe St. Louis river, of Lake Su- 
perior, #20,000.? 

‘* For the further prosecution of the road from Point 
Douglass to Fort Gaines, $20,000.” 


Mr. BURT moved to amend the amendment by i 


strilcing out the remainder of the bill. 
Mr. SIBLEY called fora division of the question 


paragraph. pe 

The question was then taken on striking out the 
first.of the two items named above, and it was 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on striking out thesecond 
paragraph named, when— 

Mr. SIBLEY called for tellers, but they werenot 
ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the paragraph 
was stricken out. 

On motion by Mr. BURT, the following items 
were stricken out: 

“For the further prosecution of the road from Swan river, 
to the Winnebago agency, $15,000.”’ 

‘* For the further prosecution of the road from Wabashaw 
to Mendota, 915,000.’ 

Mr. MARSHALL moved to strike from the 
bill the following item: 

* For completing the light-house on Carysfort reef, coast 
of Florida, $17,000.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the motion had 
been already made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Burt,]} in regard to the remaining 
portion of the bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
derstanding about this. 
** Order !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BAYLY. I ask the committee 
{Shouts of **Order!’’] Will the House [Re- 
newed cries of ‘‘ Order!’’] I call for a division; 
the House does not understand what it is voting 
about. [{Order! order!) 

The committee divided on the amendment, and 
the Chairman announced eighty-four in the affirm- 
ative, 

Mr. BISSELL demanded tellers; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. Tuomrson of Mississippi, 
and Peck were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—nyes 71, noes 47. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCHENCK. [I rise to a point of order. 
My point of order is, that the House having deter- 
mined to go on in the dark, it is not competent to 
have any light provided for in this bill. [Laughter.] 


I am sure there is some misun- 
{Loud cries of **Order !”’ 


180, providing for the completion of * light-house 
on Sand Key, Florida, $10,460 26,”" and “ For 
completing the foundation and the construction of 
the licht-house at the end of North Pier, at Chi- 
cago, Hlinois, $4,498 39,’’ was stricken out. 

Mr. BURT moved to amend the bill, by striking 
out the last paragraph of the bill, as follows: 


lst May, i820, in addition to an unexpended balance re- 


maining in the Treasury of $3,939 03, payable through the 


Third Auditor's office, $2,500.” 

Mr. B. said that he moved to strike out this 
item because it was quite unintelligible. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





| wish 
previous question, however, I desire to say, as || 


LOBE. 


to amend the amendment, by providing that the | 


troops so removed shall be boarded out at the 


sea-board? [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN ruled Mr. Evans’s amend- 


| ment out of order. , 
Mr. EVANS appealed from the decision of the 


Chair. 
And the question being taken, ‘‘ Shall the de- 


| cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
| committee?’’ it was decided in the affirmative. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the committee | 
rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, || 
the chairman of the committee reported the bill | 


with sundry amendments. 


Mr. BAYLY said: Before I conclude I shall | 


demand the previous question; but before doing 


so, I desire to say to the House, it is not my pur- | 
| pose to come to a vote to-night. 
so as to have a separate vote on striking out each || 


us vote to-night.”’] Well, be it so, since it is the 


of the committee. 3efore I call for the 


| it becomes my duty as the chairman of the 
| Committee of Ways and Means, a few words || 
| in reference to some of the amendments reported 


| by the Commitee of the Whole. 


All those rela- 


| ting to surveys and roads, striking them out, I 


have nothiilg to say of them. But itis in refer- 
ence to the amendments striking out the appro- 
priations for light-houses. I beg to say that this 


| whole subject has been utterly misconceived. 


The committee have done themselves great injus- 


| tice in overruling that portion of the committee 


| 


that did understand this subject. [Laughter.] 


Very well; I repeat that the majority voted with- | 


| out knowing what it was voting for. 


Now, sir, I have been asked by intelligent gen- 


tlemen in that committee, what light-houses had | 
| to do in the Army bill? 
|| 

| House. 


j Well, I will inform the 
Light-houses pass through stages, and 
the appropriations go at different times into three 
distinct bills. When they are first authorized by 
law, they are in the light-house bill. When their 


| erection has been authorized they go into the 
| hands of the War Department; and should any 
| further cenrenen be required for their com- 


|| pletion, t 


| Army bill, 


iat appropriation is asked for in the 


| diplomatic bill. 


Everybody knows that such is the case; and 
|| yet because these appropriations are contained in 


| the Army bill, gentlemen had objected, and have 


| 
| 


actually voted to strike out the appropriations that 


| are necessary to cemplete light-houses that you 


'} 


| in committee, the committee would have 


| 


' 


| 





Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, offered the follow- | 


ing amendment, to come in at the end of the bill: 


“4nd be it further enacted, That the President of the | 


United States be, and he is hereby, requested to withdraw | 
euch of the troops of the United States stationed in Calitor- 
nia, Oregon, Texas, and New Mexico, as cannot be main- 
tained there by the appropriations of this bill, and to post | 
said troops at places where they may be most cheaply sta- | 
tioned; and that the President be further requested to dis- 
miss such troops from service as may, in his opinion, be 
necessary to conform the expenditures to the appropriations | 
authorized by this bIH, or to the wants of the service after | 
the withdrawal as aforesaid.” 


have authorized by law. 
why it is that these appropriations are asked for 
in the Army bill, and I hope that gentlemen will 
in future be perfectly cognizant of what they are 
voting for. If I had been allowed to ae this 


to have voted understandingly. 


Mr. HALL. 


Mr. BAYLY. Why, sir, it is an experiment 
making with a new light, and a very important 
experiment, which has been strongly recommend- 


ed. 


trial. ‘The proposition explains itself. 
Mr. SCHENCK. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, before he takes his seat, 


[Cries of ** Let | 


When completed, onerennnn for | 
|| their continuance were asked for in the civil and 


I have now explained | 


een able | 


I wish the gentleman from Vir- | 
| ginia would explain the character of this proposi- || 
| tion contained between lines 178 and 183, as fol- | 
| lows: 
On motion by Mr, BURT, from line 171 to line 


Feb. 27, 


| Mr. BAYLY. I demand the previous ques. 





| was first on 


| for clothing for the Army, camp and 


tion. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered; which main question 
reeing to the amendments reported 

by the Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER stated that there were a great 
many amendments, and, by unanimous cop; 


the bill and amendments could be read through’ 


| and those paragraphs on which a separate vot, 
| was not desired could be agreed to at one vote, 


No objection being made— 

The Crerx proceeded to read the bill and 
amendments. 

The amendments, upon which separate votes 
were not asked, were severally concurred in, 

The amendment increasing the appropriations 
garrison 
equipage, &c., from $102,871 to $242,538 65, on 
which a separate vote had been asked, was no; 
agreed to. 

The question next being on the amendment to 


|| strike out of the bill the appropriation of $25,099 


for continuing the surveys of the northern and 


| northwestern lakes, on which a separate vote had 


been asked— 
Mr.GRINNELL demanded the yeas and nays 
on striking out this item; which were ordered: 


and being taken, were—yeas 60, nays 86—as fol. 
| low: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bo- 


| cock, Bowdon, Boyd, Brisbin, Albert G. Brown, Willian 


J. Brown, Bart, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Conger, Deberry, 


| Dimmick, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gor- 
| man, Gould, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, 





The experiment is now going on, and the | 
| object of the appropriation is to give it a thorough | 
* For arrearages prior to IstJuly, 1815, under the act of 1 


and whilst he is giving information to the House, | 


whether the surveys of the lakes are not hydro- 


graphic surveys, having nothing to do with forti- 


fications? 

Mr. BAYLY. They are military surveys. 

Mr.SCHENCK. But they have nothing to do 
with fortifications? 

Mr. BAYLY. 
of them have not. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I should like to know what 
are the fortifications upon the lakes? 

Mr. BAYLY. There is one for the defence of 
the coasts of California and Oregon. 

Mr. SCHENCK. The lakes I allude to are 
not out in California and Oregon. [A laugh.] 


Some of them have, and some 


| 





| Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Holladay, 
| Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Jones, L 


a Sére, Littlefield, 
Job Mann, McLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, Meade, 
Millson, Morrison, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 


| Robbins, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Stetson, Jacob Thomp- 


son, Venable, Waldo, and Woodward—60. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Ashmun, Bingham, 


| Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Briggs, Bullard, Burrows, 


Butler, Joseph Cable, Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clarke, 
Cleveland, Cole, Corwin, Danner, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, 


| Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Alex. Evans. N. Evans, Fitch, 


Halloway, Hampton, Thomas L. 


Freediey, Gott, Grinnell, 
Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, Hunter, 


Harris, Hay, 


| Wm. T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, 


James G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, 
Matteson, McDonald, McGanghey, McKissock, Meacham, 
Moore, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Reed, 
Risley, Rose, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Toombs, Underhill, Vinton, Watkins, White, and Whittle- 


| sey—86. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Before taking the question on the other amend- 
ments, on which separate votes had been asked, 
(of which there were man am 

On motion by Mr. BUR , 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 27, 1851. 
Mr. CLAY presented a memorial signed by 


cole of both sexes, invalids and visitors of the 


ot Springs in the State of Arkansas, calling the 


| attention of Congress to the importance of these 
** For the thorough trial, and for the maintenance of a || Springs of & remedial agent for chronic diseases, 
| light on Brandywine Shoal, Delaware Bay, trom October 1, 


/and suggesting the idea that the Government 
| 1850, to March 31, 1851, (six months,) $1,144 24.” 


| would confer an inestimable benefit upon suffering 
| humanity by paying those who have settled there 


for their improvements, and erecting an hospital 
such as would accommodate all that come there, 
whether rich or poor; and that, if desirous to erect 
an asylum for its invalid sailors and soldiers, they 


| know of no spot*which has more, or indeed so 


many, advantages for such an institution as those 
said springs. 

Mr. C. expressed his fears that it was too late 
for any action at present, nor did he know to 
what committee to refer it. 


Mr. BORLAND suggested that several memo- 


rials had been received in relation to this subject, 
_one from the Legislature of Arkansas, which had 
'| been referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


The memorial was referred to the Committee on 


presented a petition from Eliz- 
abeth Davis, stating that she is now infirm and 
poor—that during the last war with Great Britain 
she hired vehicles for the removal of her furniture, 
pre evan gy portion of it had been placed in 

vehicles it was taken out by order of a Gov- 


| Public Lands. 


Mr, CLAY also 
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